
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION

Gold Mines Sector
10556 ,East Empire Street
Grass Valley, California 95945
(530) 273-3884

July 2, 1998

CALFED Bay-Della Program Otqfice
1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1155
Sacramento, California 95814

Dear pr~grarn Coordinator:

On behalf of the [LS. Bureau of Land Management and the U,S, Forest Service,
Cali~tbmia State P~rks submits this Project Application Ihr funding under the CALFED
Bay-Delta Program, Ecosystem Restoration Projects and Programs.

Our request thr a total of $264,000 (with an agency match of $93,000) covers
initial research and watershed assez~rnent as part of a phased coordinated watershed
management planning effort under the Bay-Delta’s Local Watershed Stewardship funding
category. Our project will also establish a multi-stakeholder South Yuba River
Stewardship Council as an integral part of the projecL

The research outlined in our proposal complements additional assessment and
water quality monitoring included as part of a proposal by the Nevada Cotmty
Proposition 204 Steering Committee for ti~ndthg under Proposition 204. Together, the
data coJlected will complete Phase [ of the program al~d will he u~d to latmch Phase II,
which includes development of a coordinated watershed management, implementation
and ongoing monitoring program lbr the South Yuba River.

This project has the support of the Nevada Coul]ly Proposition 204 Steering
Committee, as well as local community and neighborhood groups,

Tha~k you for the opportunib to submit this application,

Si~acercly,

1. Ray Patton
Park Superintendent
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Attachment H

COVER SHEET (PAGE 1 of 2)

May 1998 CALFED ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION PROPOSAL SOLICITATION

Proposal Title:    SOOTH YUBA B.IVER COORDINATED WATERSMEn MANAGEMENT PLAN

see page __ of the Proposal SolJcita~on Package for more information.
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COVER SHEET (PAGE 2 of 2)

May 1998 CALFED ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION PROPOSAL SOLICITATION

Indicate the type of applicant (check only one box):
~ State agency ~ Federal agoney
~ Public!Non-profit joint venture [] Non-profit
t~ Local government/district [] Private party

Indicate the type of project (cheek only one box):

~ Planning (*1 t3    Implementation
O Monitoring t3 Education
o Research

By signing below, the applicant declares the follov+ing:

(1) the truthfulness of all representations in their proposni;

(2) die indivldual sigtaing the form is entitled to submit the application on behalf of the applicant (if
applicant is an entity or organization); and

(3) the persort submitting the application tins read and understood the confllct of interest mad confidentiality
discussion in the PSP (Section ILK) and waives any and all rights to privacy and confidentiality of the
proposal on behalf of the applicant, to the extertt a+ provided in the Section.

I --01 1 31 1
1-011311



TABLE OF CONTENTS

Table of Contents i
Appendices List ii
Figures List

I. Cover Page 1

II Executive Sturamry 2

IIL Title Page 4

IV, Project Description 5
A. Project Description/Approach 5
B. Proposed Scope of Work 6
C. Location/Geographic Boundaries 6
D. Expected Benefits 6
E. Background~Need for Project 7
F. Mor~toringandDataEvaluatioa 10
G. Implementa~fdity 10

V. Costs & Implementation Schedule l I
A. Budget Costs 11
B. Schedule VVtlestones ] [
C. Third Parly Impacts 12

Vl, App6cant Qualifications ] 3

VII, Compliance with Standard Terms & Conditions 15

Appendices

I --011312
1-011312



APPENDICES                            I

APPENDIX A Nevada County Proposition 204 Steering Committee Memorandtml
of Understanding. January 6, 1998.

APPENDIX B Letters of support tbr project and this CALFED application from
the Natural Resources Conservation District (for Nevada County
Proposition 204 Steering Committee), July 1, 1998; Iligh Sierra
Resource Conservation Distriel, June 25, 199g; and Lake
Vera)Round Mountain Neighborhood Assoeiation~ June 28, 1998.

APPENDIX C Sierra Nevada Allizmee/Regional Council of Rural Counties
Principles of Watershed Restoration and Community Involvement
Principles, !vlarch 1997.

APPENDIX D US Environmental Protection Agency Index of Watershed
Indicators for Upper Yuba Cataloguing Unit #18020125; April 22,
1998.

APPF~ND/X E Siena Nevada Ecosystem Project: Fitud report to Congress, Vol.
Chapter 34, "Biotic Integrity of Watersheds," Peter B. Moy!e and
Paul J. Randall; Davis: University of California, Centers for Water
and W’fldland Resources, 1996.

APPENDIX F Selected pages from CALFED Bay-Delta Program, Volume
Ecosystem Restoration Program Plan, Feather River~Sutter Basin
Ecological Zone Vision; Draft: March 1998.

APPENDIX G Dratt Memorandum of Agreement between California Department
of Parks & Recreation- Gold Mines Sector~ Bureau of Lar~d
Management - Folsom Field Oflfice, and Tahoe National Forest -
Nevada City Ranger District; to I~ signed upon not Jficatiort of
fiznding award from CALFED Bay-Deka Program.

APPENDIX H Dratt Soutli Yuba River Coorffmated Watershed Management Plan
Project Manager Job 1)eseription

APPENDIX l Infom~ation Sources (list)

I --01 1 31 3
1-011313



FIGURES

FIGURE 1 Project Task List/Schedule
PROJECT DESCRIPTION
Proposed Scope of Work

FIGURE 2A South Yuba River Drainage Map 1
PROJECT DESCRIPTION
Location/Geographic Botmdaries

FIGURE 2B South Yuba River Drainage Map 2
PROYECT DESCRIPTION
Location/Geographic Boundaries

FIGURE 3 Budget Costs
COSTS AND IMPLEMENTATION
Budget Costs

HGURE 4 Data Collectioa - Phase 1 Flow Chart
COSTS AND IM£LEMENTATION
Budget Costs

I --01 1 31 4
1-011314



lI. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY’

APPLICANT NAME: Calfl%rnia Department ofPaxks & Recreation - Gold Mines Sector, LEAD AGL~qCV
Bureau of [,and Management - ][:olsom Field Office
Tahoe National Forest - Nevada City Ranger District

Ballding on the exisling spirit of ¢oopemtinn among local, state and federal government agencies and
community-based groups working on resource isles h~ the Yuba River watershed, the South Yuba River
Coordinated Watershed Manageme~ Plan project proposes to hegin the process of developing a
coordinated management plan for the 40 miles of South Yuha River between Spaulding and Engtebright
reservoirs, ",vith the goal of bringing public and private entit’~s together to establish and maintain a healthy
watershed tbr lucid users and downs’trea~l beneficiaries, The South Yuhe is a trJbuta~- to the Sacramerao
River watershed within the Feather River/Suiler Basin Ecological Zone.

The overall project is designed to define the probleva, identi~ goal~ and objectives hased on assessment
results, and develop a coordinated management, iro~lernent atinn, and mo~fitoring plan to meet the
watershed health goab and ohiectives. The phased approach, to he completed over a 5- to 7-year period,
~eads to a process of adaptive management for the Yuhe River - testing alternatives to n~eet objectives and
developing or adapting fiature managemc, nt actinm on both public and private lands based on moaltorhag,

The South Yuba River already supports a bAgh level of recreational use, which has a di~-~t impact on
the health of the watershed in terms ofsedimemation inputs, hmrm~ w~te disposal (fecal coliform), and
httrman-caused wiklfire potential. But before specific mar~gement actior~s can he taken to address these
and other issues, agencies and interested stakeholders need refiab[e data upon which to base decisions.

Thea-ef~re, project proponents are seeking funding from the CALFED Bay-Delta Program specifically
to I.) design and complete an inventory o f existing hfformation and coeduct comprehensive survey
research regarding recreation uses, public-private use corfflint s and their respective ~ts on the South
Yuba River, and 2.) establish and formalize a South Yuha River Stewardship Cotm(d as a subcommit’lee
of an existing group of agency, community aud environmental representatives involved in water-tined issues.

Research on other critical areas, including water quality, fwe and fi~els management, road builffmg and
maintenance, forest practices, mpting impacts and water operations, is included in a separate proposal to
the Proposition 204 Delta Tributary Watershed ProgranL Taken together, this baseline information ~
complete Phase I of an overall watershed planning and imp]gmentatinn process for the South Yuba River.

This project helps meet the CALFED Ecosystem Restoration Progr, un Plan goal~ of improving upper
watershed health and restoring ecoingica] processes in the upper watersheds by addressin4g ecosystem
quality ol~ieetives (h~lprove and increase aquatic and terrestrial habitats and improve ecological fimctions in
Bay-Della systems) and water quality objectives (provide good quafity ,~ter for all bet~efialal uses).

Activities focus on data gathering needed to assess the impacts of recreatiorruse and pnbltc-privnte
use conflicts on watershed health in the South Yuba. Tasks include: project start-up (agency MOA,
contract with CALFED, start-up of South Yuba River Stewardship Council), projec~ managemerx
(stakeholder outreach!communications, inter-agency coordination, ga-ant/pr~cet adt~finistration),
development of sm’vey instruments (contract, literature review, issues scoping, pre-sampling), field
sampling (surveyor trairfing, survey process, folinw-up), and data anal3 sis (raw data compilatinn, results
analysis, con¢insions). Project start-up and survey development vail he completed in the first year, Field
sampling will take place over 18 rnonth~ to accumulate data across dl season~ and weather couditinrts.
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JUSTIFICATION FOR PROJECT AND FUNDING BY CALFED:

Ecologi~l ~ V~ion). The pr~ieet fo~ows the Bay-Delta progr~’s s~ate~ of~ptive
w~ch relies on t~ idemifi~tion ofiMieators of~osystem ~alth, ~mprehensive monito~ to m~e

coo~rative effoOs ~tween loc~s~te/federal ~g~g ~gen(~es ~d tbe I~fl co~ty.

~ct t~t: ~) ~th the EPA l~ex of Watershed lnd~mo~ ~d ~ S~P ~po~’s Index of Biotic Integrity
r~k t~ South Yu~ m~ium to low ~ t~ of water query ~ ~osy~em ~alth; b.) ~ge~at of~
fiver c~ently ~s u~er at ~t six diffe~l j~ictiom, ~m ~ocal gove~ent ~d ~er agents to

re~ce; ~d c.) eo~icts eo~ue to grow ~s population ~d resulting demaMs on t~ re~urce inc~.

Co~s i~lude: $80,400 for proj~t s~-up ~d ~mge~nt over l~ee ye~s, $25,~0 for s~,
$133,600 ~r field ~g, and $25,000 for data ~lysis, for a tot~ of$2~,~ reque~ed ~om
C~FED. Costs of~l~g ~ co~ty ~volve~n~ ~d
~luded. S~e t~ propo~ work involves neither ~o~-disturb~g activities ~r
~e no CEQ~PA r~uke~ms to ~ met ~r t~s propel. Cost s~g by t~ MOA age~bs
i~ludes a co~i~ total of $93,000 over l~e ye~s for sup~ ~d oversight ~ ~d t~

~ appl~ants for r~s pm~t ~lude two federnl a~ o~ state ~gency. Togeth~, t~ p~i~
~j~t ~gers ~m the t~e agencies ~e 72 ye~" experience

ass~t~ts ~d ai/~ta co~ect~ ~r t~ propo~l ~ ~ ~alyzed ~d ~d for ~t~ p~, dee~ion-

~is pmj~t ~ ~ su~ oft~ Nevada County Proposition 204 Stee~g Co~, a ~oup of

crificM as~s~e~l studies on water quai/ly ~d watershed ~alth p~posed ~der a ~o~sRion 204
~ding reque~ ~ the Neva~ Coun~ Proposition 204 Stee~ Co~lt~. T~ proj~t a~ aug~nts

As~ss~nt ~d p~m~g in t~ p~icul~ upper wate~hed ~e espec~y critical ~ conj~ction with the
Englebtight study, since removal of Englebright Dam would open up 40 m~es of habitat and spaw~g
grounds ~ the South Yu~ for priority s~cies. Our re~h also complements a wat~sh~ health projecl
~eady ~nd~ by ~o~sition 2~ for Yuba Co~zty ~d the lower Yuba ~tershed ~d ~ould add
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TITLE PAGEIlL

TITLE OF PROJE|q"

Lead Agettcy: Department of Parks & Recreation - Gold Mines Sector
10556 E. Empire Street, Grass Valley, CA 95945
Ph: 530.273.3884 * Fax: 530,273.0602
ern~ll: ~atton@~jps.net

Additional Bureau of Land Management - Folsom Field Office
Participants: 63 Natoma Street, Folsom, CA 95630

Ph: 916.985.4474 * Fax: 916~985.3259

Tahoe National Forest - Nevada City Ranger District
631 Coyote Street, Nevada City, CA 95959
Pli: 530,265.4531 * Fax: 530.478.6109

TyPE OF ORGANIZATION" AND TAX STATUS

This application is submitted by a joint venture between one state aget~cy (Department of Parks &
Recreation - Gold Mines Sector) a~l two federal agencies (Bureau of Land ManagemenI - Folsom Field
Of/ice, and Tahoe National Forest - Nevada City Ranger District). The Depmtrner~ of Parks & Recreation
will serve ~ the lead agency for puwoses of grant adrainistration, contracting, supervision, etc.

T,AX IO # AND~OR CONTRACTOR LICENSE

D~a~ment of Parks & Recreation Federal Employers Identification Numbcx: #94-6001347.

By utaanimous vote of those present at a June 24, 1998 meeting of the Nevada County Proposition 204
Steerir~g Committee, including representatives from:

¯ County of Nevada * Northern Sierra Air QtmK-ty Management
¯ California DeporLment of Parks & Recreation District
¯ Bureau ofLand Management * LakeVera!RotmdMotmtainNeighborhood.
¯ Nevada Counb Resource Conservation Association

District * High Sierra Resource Conservation District
~, NationalResourcesConservationServiee * SouthYuba River Citizem League

it wa~ agreed to mnend the Steering Coromittee’s existing Memorandum of Understanding [~eA/~A]
to include long-term invob,’ement ir~yuha v~ater~hed issues including support of a Coordinated Resource
Management Plan For the South Yuba River. A!though the amended MOU vddl not be prepared in time to
submit v, Sth this grant application. ~:e have attached letters of suppert from the two new potential
signatories and a letter from the NattLral Resources Conservation Service/Nevada County RCD confirming
the vote and the MOU group’s intention to support and participate i~ the South Yul~ River Coordinated
Watershed Management Plan project [see Appendix//]. 1 a addition, the project team plans to establish the
South Yuba River Stewardship Council as a ~ubcomm~ttee of’the Steering Conm~ittee, t~ include additional
representation from private property- owners, commercial outfitters, tourism, busi~ress, utilities, industrial
users, thnber, mlrfing, and additional environmental ieterest s.
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IV. PROJEC’F DESCRIPTION

A. PROJECq~ DESCRIPT~ON/APPROACH

The overa~ South Yuba River Coordinated Watershed Management Plm~ project proposes to work
with a multi-stakeholder South Yuha River Stewardship Councll arm the public and private hind matmging
agencies to produce a coordinated water~hed management pl~ for the 40 miles of South Yu’ma River
between Spaulding and Englebright reservoirs, The goal of the management p’lan is to articulate a v~ion
for lhe future oflhe river and its adjacent lands and to generate coordinated resource management policies

restere healthy, functioning systems withi~ the river corridor, for use by each entity or agency having

Plum, including an ongoing ecological and bioMgiea/monitoring plan, ~s part of Phases H-IV,
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B. PROPOSED SUOPE OF Wo~

fiv~, ~clud~ ~th the ~c~ ~onents ofr~reation use/~pacts ~d publ~priva~e I~ co~ts ~d
the physicaFf~ties cornets of trY, ~ls, mad system, ~ ~d Nels ~e~m, ~,

~ pro~ to C~D. howev~, d~s s~c~y ~th ~ ~ciM cow,ms of r~fion

~ woter q~ty reMted to s~ma~ion, fecal co~o~ fi~er. ~d ~t~t~ for h~-eau~

s~ ~ ~es ~vemo~, u~ t~ ~eps outed ~ FIGU~ 1 (~ $~ 1, 1999 ~ ~te).

~Mg of~y one task world ~n~r t~ ~st oft~ ~oj~t ~Mtively

~e South Yu~ m~ts ~ the comb~ed ~ddle ~d Noah Yu~ rivers ~ E~�~ repot.
Omflow ~om E~lebfight, w~h fo~ the ~ stem of the Yu~, join the Feather ~ver M M~s~e
~ co~ts ~ the Sacr~mo ~ver ~d Bay-Delta ne~ Vero~. ~ suck the Yu~ ~d its tdbm~es
~ co~Mer~ p~ of~ YuM River Ecologie~ Unit of the Feather ~v~/Sutter ~M ~ologicM ~,

7~n~ ~ residemiM a~icultu~L ~th 3-~re mi~um tot s~s. [~ FIG--S 2A ~ 2B for ~s]

5. ~kes u~ of the Sierra Nevada ~li~ce~egional Council of Rural Counties’ Pr~iples of
Wate~hed Restoration ~d Principles of Co--unity Involvement, incl~ing sta~ing with

co~i~ee consim~g of watershed residems, etc.[see Ap~ndix C].

6
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FIGURE I

PROJECT TASK LIST/SCHEDULE

TASK RESPONS. SCHEDULE BUDGET DELNERABLIE

Project Star~-Up MOA group Jan 99
finalized agency MOA MOA group Jan 99 signed MOA
execute contract w/CALFED MOA group Jan 99 signed ¢~t ra~t
inffiate SYR stewardship Council MOA group Jan 99 signed MOU

Pro~ Managernerd MOA group Jan 99 $ 26,400 payouts, fin’l I~S
contract w/Project Manager .SFTE MOA group Jan ’99-Dec 01 $ 54,000 contract
coordinate out reach/tom municatioll Proj Mgr Jan 99-De¢ 01 t~l
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FIGURE 2A

Soum Yuba River Drainage Map 1

LEGEND
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identifying and addressing recreation-based watershed stressors such as fecal colffoma and other

In addition, the study will provide reliable and verifiable information on what specific impacts current
recreational use is having on private property in the corridor. Creatioa of the South Yufia River
Stewardship Council for stakeholder-based watershed stewardship is another specific benefit of this
project. The recreation use research coupled with the data ¢ohected tmfiar the Proposition 204 proposal
will give decision-makers the breadth of iatbrmation needed to make decisions and undertake effective

The project has the support of the Nevada County Proposition 204 Steering Coramittee, a group of
mare than 15 local, state and federal government aget~eies and community orgatuzations which recently

As mentioned, the South Yuba Pd~r Coordinated Watershed Management Plan project aa~ents
other propo.,~ls bei~4g submitted to CALFED. including a fuels nmnagement outreach and ~tacatinn
program fi’om the Natural Resources Conservation Service and study of possibly remov~g Englebright
Dam on the lower Yuba to re-establish historic fish passage into the other forks of the Yuba. In addition,

already funded by Proposition 204 ibr Yuba County and the lower Yuba watershed.
The phase i recreation use/impact and other assessments will also add valuable infi~rn~tion to the

EPA’s UnJfiad Watershed Assessment effort and will help meet the EPA’s Watershed Protection Project
goals of developing watershed laventories, identifying envirormaental indicators, identifying and
implementing programmatic measures, building a project team ~d pubhe support, and measunng success.

Backgro,~nd
The 40 miles of Sonth ¥~fia River fi~3m Eng]ebright reservoir to Sp~uid~ d~ is ~ i3ationa~y

significant river corridor known for its scenic, recreational cultural and historic values. The drainage has
historically been a maior mining district and transportatio~a route, inaludiag the first documented crossing
of the Northern Sierra b.v the Stevens-Murphy-To~cnd party in 1844. The South Yuba and its tdfiataries
survived extensive impact and alteration due to placer and. later, hydraulic mining, beginning in the 1850s.
Malakoff Diggins, cLtn’ently a State Historic Park, was the largest hydraulic gold mine in the United States
until it ceased operation in 1884 as a result of the Sawyer Decisior~ Cafifonfia’s ~k, st "environmental" law.
l’he Sav~er Deeisinn prevented hydrauilc mine tallings and sediment fi-om going downriver and flooding
out agricultural operatiorLs in the Valley. Much of the river’s rich cultural and kisto ti~ value relates to the
Yuba’s prominent role in California’s Gold Rush. Of particular note is-the Bridgeport Covered Bridge
(1862), which is on the National Register of Historic I’laces. along with various lownsit es, cemeteries,
ranches, way station-s, bridges, sawnffis, mining trails, and ditches. [West~ide lfd~ River.Study Report.
Tahoe National Forest, p IV-42-45]

kayaking, hiking, camping, mountain bikiag, horseback riding, gold pantaing, picnicking, scenic and historic

half of the river added up to approximately 670,000 visits in 1992. The river canyon boasts the 8-mile
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health of the South Yuba river corridor.

Index specifically highlights the need for more data regarding conlaralnat ed sediments, toxics,

mJIe of pubhe land followed by one square mile of private land, a holdover fi-om the railroad days -

Englebright reservoirs fail under a variety of jurisdict ions, with the Tahoe National Forest manag~g

conanerciat lands (such as Sierra Pacific Industries) under Nevada County’s jttrisdiction, la
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updating and expanding tile scope ofm~ existing Memorandum of Understanding that will help
~mke policies and regulations more consistent between agencies. But to pe most effective, bnth in
terms ofwstershed health and u~r satisfaction, the major stakeholders indi~Aduals and agencies-
should work together to create a cooperative nmr~ageme~ plan for the river corridor.

C.) ~Jse_(~Im~pacts & Demands: Recent developments on the South YuM, including: 1.) designation of
a 21-mile South Yuha River State Park (1997), 2.) the Forest Service’s draft suitability
recommendation for W~d & Scerfic designation (Weslside W&S River Study Report, 1996). 3.)
growing management concerns at the 6 major river eros.sings (which have resulted in ovemi~,~ht
parking lot closures and camping and campfire ]imitations in some eagles and restrictions on
overrfigin calnping in other areas), 4.) extreme fire danger in much of the canyon, and 5.)
continuing growth in local population and resulting conflicts over the number and types of trails,
eamging facilities, a~td other fiver uses, "~o name a few, highlight the need for better inter-agency
planning in thi~ fiver corridor. Currently there is no coordinated methodology for establishing user
data in the corridor. The T~hoe National Forest has figures for overall use in the forest or for
spcckfic categories of use; but the?,," do not have figures for specific locstio~ such as the South
Yub~ River canyon. Tbe Department of Parks & Recreation has done informal visitor counts at tha
major cro~ings, but that research lacks specific data regarding type ofu~, length of stay. etc.

D.) ~Habitat: The South Yuha provides an inaportant wildlife migralion corridor for a v~nSety ofmptors
and other species, including the feder~y Endat~gered b~dd eagle and the California spotted owl
The corridor ~ is potential habitat for nortbem goshawk, Pacific fisher, Sierra Nevada Red Fox,
and the U.S. Forest Service-listed sermitive Willow Flycatcher. The lower river supports both
warm water and cold water fisheries, including r,.ztive species of Sacr~maento squawfish, harchheed,
Cafifornia roach, Sacramento sucker, and rainbow trout, ~ttad six introduced species, including
smallmouth bas.% green ~’unfish, bluegill, brown bullhead, brown trout, and carp, [Westside W&S
River Study Report p. 1V-451. in nddition, the lmportunt ~’ntural Community Areas of Nevada
County report (May 1998). produced by tha consulting ~ of Envlronment and Planuln~, lists
throe sites along the South Yuha - Devil’s Canyon, MeKilligan’s Creek, and the town of
Washington as important sites for late seraUold growth communities, including a good example
of mixed conifer old growth and the pest example ofknobeone pine and canyoa live o~k old grov~th
in Nevada County. The Bald Mountain area is also known for its impressive stand of C,-arry Oak
and MeNab Cypress, which are fairly rare and typically only found in ~cattered, spnrse populations
in serpentine outcroppings of the Sierra foothi~. The South Yuha also contains important
commtmities of foothig yellow-legged flog arid Lewisia c~tntelovia, as well as western porad turtle.
a Cstegory II nominee for federal listing and California Se~itive Species.

ERPP Objectives
TI~ overall biolo gie al/ecolo gical ERPP objectives to be met through this phased project incinde

restoring ecoingieal pro,;ess~ and habitats and reducing stre~ors in the upper Yuha wat~’~bed tbrc, ugh
improved watershed managemeut and land use decision-making within the Yuha River Ecological Unit
(ERPP Feother River/S’ntter Basin Ecological Zone Vision, p. 257-58- see Appendix F). More
spocifically, this project addresses the following Implementation Objectives. Targets and Progr~.rtmaatic
Actions for the Feather River/Suttcr Ba_s~ Ecoingical Zone:
¯ Upper Water~hed P~cess~ Implementatinn Ol~iective: restore ecological processes in upper

watersheds to maintain and ~mprove water quali~" mad quantPy flowing into the Saeramento-Sa~
Joaquin Delta and San Francisco Bay tributaries aud rivers; Programnmtic Actions 1A-1 C, including
especially develupment of a watershed management pl~ua (p. 270) [see Appendix F].

9

I --0 ’1 ’1:3 2 5
I-0"1 "1325



¯ Land Use Programnmtin Actions IA and I B. including working with ]artdow’ncrs, managing agencies
and others to eliminate eontbots between land tree practices and watershed health, and pursuing a
locally developed comprehensive watershed nxanagement plan ~s the most usable structure for
achieving these goals (p. 273-74) [see Appendix J’].

F. MONITORING AN D DATA ]~V ALUATI ON

Pha2~e I offfds project - including tim recreation ttse/impaet and pfivate-pubfic u.~e conflicts survey for
which project proponents are secklng futading from CALFED and the concomitant facilities-based research,
including water quality monitoring, fire and i~els management mapping, trail and road systen~ and
maintenance inventorying, forest practices assessment, minhtg impacts studies and water operations, for
which the Nevad~t County Proposition 204 Steering Committee is seeking fimding tinder Proposition 204 -
w~J! provide the crucial baseline data and monitoring protocols needed for future monitorin8 arm
management decisinn-making and evaluation. Without this baseline dat~, we have no valid way to evaluate
the eti~etiveness of foture tnamgement decisions in terms of their impact on watershed health, ha terms of
how the recreatiorml use/impact research is conducted, the prmmry project managers and their technkal
spenia~sts will work with the South Yuba River Stew~dship Council, the survey cuntTactor and other
interested parties to develop the most effective survey instrument. The contractor w’dJ he required to
prox4de training to all surveyors in order to assure consistent mad valid results.

G. 1MPLEMENTABILITY

The research and survey activities outlined in this proposal do not resul~ in any ~ dlsturbanee or
denisinn-making by the public kind management agencies; therefore, CEQA~NEPA requirements do not
apply at this stage of the project. Because of the involvement of the BLM arm USFS, however, the f~dorat
Office of Marmgemem mad Budget wig be approving all formal public surveys developed by our contra~or
with input from interested stakeholders prior to implementation.

Tm project proponenls. California Department of P~rks & Recreation - (3old Mines Sector, Bureau of
Land Managemem - Foisom Field Of~ce, and Tahoe National Forest - Nevada City Ranger District, have
already been working together to knprove management efforts in the South Yulm canyon. A
Memorandum of Understanding from 1987 led to a productive sharing of resources betwe~rt State parks
and the BLM in the lower river canyon. Recently the three agencies have been meeting regularly to review
existing policies and tO- to make them more consistent between agencies. "[’he group has atso agreed to
revise the 1987 MOU to expand the scope, including adding the Forest Service as a signatory,

The South Yuba River Coordinated Wetershed Management P’lan project proposes to capitalize on the
slrengthening cogaboratinn between these agencies and the others invoNed in the Proposition 204 Steering
Corrnmittee lo ur~tertake an overall fiver managenlent assessment, pl~mning and implementation process
that will help achieve and maintain a healthy and productive watershed aed watershed eomanunJty. As
mentioned under SECTION I~, EXPECTED BENEFt’tS, the project has the support of the Proposition 204
Steering Committee and other groups [see Appendix B]. The project is also linked to other proposal.;
beh~g submitted to CALFED ~L~d other handing programs, including a fuels management outreach and
education program within the river corridor and a ~sh passage project looking at the feasibility of
deeomnmsinning Englebright Dam on the lower Yuba. More specifieagy, the recreation use/puhlic-gfi~-ate
land conflict survey data is an integral paint olthe water monitoring aml other user impact research being
conducted under the Steering Committee’s proposal to Proposition 204. And both of these projects
dovetai! with ~m existing watershed protectior~restoration project already limded by Proposition 204 for
Yuhe County and the lower Yuhe watershed.
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V. COSTS & IMPLEMENTATION SCHEDULE

A. BUDGET CosTs
The chart in F/CURE 3 depicts the costs for each rrug3or task associated "edth the project we are

seeking funding llar through this CALFED Bay-Delta Program request. The principle costs of tins part of
the project are for hiring specialists who can manage the project and develop and conduct the necessat3.
survey research. This funding will be augmented by a match of stafftime from the three agencies
cooperating on this project, including the California Department of parks & Recreation, BLM and Tahoe
National Forest. Staff time matching includes admhtistrative time, general strategy, and oversight, and
speedk technical input and assistance as needed from agency scientists, recreation specialists, etc.

No funding received under this proposal will be used to replace existing funding sources for ongoing
programs, for political advocacy, or for litigation costs; nor does any of the funding support work required
as a regulatory condition or mitigation measure from a prior projecL

The other elements of phase I, including water quality assessment and monitoring .and inventorying of
existing data with some new research on road creation and mainlerlance, facilities, fire/fuels mapping,
forest practices laventory, mi~lag impacts and viewshed survey, are to be funded through a seNtrate

monitoring and $148,000 for three years for the other research/survey work, plus ag~aey anti volunteer
orgasuT~tinnal matches. (Note: The Nevada County Proposition 204 Steering Commitlce proposal is still
in the draft stage, so these figures may change). Please see ~ flow chart in FIGURE 4, winch shows how
the Proposition 204-funded activities and the CALFED funded activities fit together to compkzte Phase I of
this project.

The California Department of Parks & Recreation, the Bureau of Land Management and the Tahoe
National Forest are aeeking fttnding for this project under the CALFED Bay-Delta Program be*ause as
individual agencies, they wouldn’t be able 1o allocate sufficient funding at tbe same time to acgompli~ the
level of coordinated research and planning ~eeded for this complex watershed. The~e is definite
momentum in lhe community, thanks to the Nevada County Proposition 204 Steenng Committee aad many
other eollahorative watershed efforts, which shouldn’t be wasted. Aad while the South Yuba watershed
does exh~’bit eeosystc~a degradation, by identify~g and quantifying the sources and ilN3acts we can begin
the process o f planrdng, implementation and king-term mointoring that will restore healthy biological and
ecological processes.

The agencies involved recognize that the job does not end with a.~sessment and inventorying.

Phases I|-IV of the South Yuba River Coordinated Watershed Management Project. In addition, they will
be ~eeking supplementary funding from so~ces such as the CALFED Bay-Delta Program, EPA,
Proposition 204 and other appropriate sources. BLM and the Tahoe National Forest will hegin now to
submit out-year budget requests tbr Phase I1 planning to begin in FY 2002. California Department of
Parks & Recreation will do the same for funding to hegin in its FY 2001-02.

B. SCHEDULF~ MILESTONES
The first task, Project Start-Up, which consists of finalizing the agency MOA. executing tim funding

contract with CALFED or its assigned agen! (Enviromr~ntal Protection Agency, National Fish &Wildtife
Service, etc.), and initiating the South Yuba River Stewardship Council as a subcommittee oftbe
Proposition 204 Steering Committee, is scheduled for completion within the first month after notilkatian
by the CALFED selection team. The MOA between the Department of Parks & Recreation, BLM and
Tahoe National Fores~ is already conceptually approved in its &all form [.~ee A19pendix GJ, and will simply
need to be signed by the appropriate agency representstivcs upon notification of funding by CALFED.
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FI(~ URE 3

BUDGET COSTS

TASK GEN’L DIRECT SERVICE AMOUNT AMOUNT TOTAL
ADMIN/ SALARY CONT- FROM FROM

FFE BENES PACTS, CALFED MATCH
Pr~ect Star~-Up
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FIGURE 4

Data Collection - Phase

Recreation Water Quality
Private Mining
Pr°Pe~2� Habitat

Wildlife

Fuels

I ~,rater Agency
Fo~ Stew~ship ~eil Foist Pra~s

Planning Proce~ Ph~e II

[ Monitoring and Evaluation - Ph~e III
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The CALFED c~)ntract itself could be more complex. Agealcy representatives are committed to devotiag
substantial lithe to the exeeutinn of that contract in order to mahe the process az expedient as possible.

The second rn~jor task g~oup involves overall project nmnagement, which wfl! take place throughout
the 3-year life of this grant request. The first subta~k, contracting with a project manager, will be
completed in the first month lbllowing executinn of the CAI,FED conlract. ’Ibe project ro2a~ger contract
will be let through the !cad agency-, California Departmem of Parks & Recreation, through its ~soal
eontmctiag process. The Project Marmger, once hired, is expected to average approximately 20 hours a
week on this project, coordinating outreach and communication with stakeht)lder groups and other
int~erested parties, coordinating with agency ~0ff and other contractors to keep the prqject movfiag
forward, facilitating stakeholder laX:etings and other involvement in the process, and supervising the
contract in conjunction ~ith the lead agency [see Appendix H far job description]. The project manager
will also work with the existing Proposition 204 Steering Committee to establish and coordinate the efforts
of the South Yuhe River Stev, ardship Counell subcommittee. The project nmnager will be supervised by

period, beginning once the CALFED contract is signed.
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VI. APPLICANT QUALIFICATIONS

California State Parks ~ Gold Mines Sector will ~erve as the lead agency ’and contracting p~y
responsible for payments, reporting, and accounth~g for this proposal. The other partners, BLM and Tahoe
National Forest, ,~,ill contribute staff time for projecl management and expert ~nput on research methods,
survey process, and interpretation of research remits. All three agencies together ~ supervise tha Project
Manager, who will, in tucn, supervise all other contracted work. The three agencies will fonrmlize their
working agreemetlt by siglfmg a Memorandum of Agreement [see Appendix G] upon approval
through this grant proposal.

The agencies agree to Slflve for coosensus-based decialon-making whenever poss~le. Althoug~h we
don’t expect it to happen, in eases where corme~u~ cannot be ac]fteved, decisions will he t’~de by majority
vote of the approved representatives, fbe three agencies are se~Zmsured and require all contractors to
have insurance and dispia) it under terms ofthait contracts. All personnel, including stagand/or
contractors, Hill be chosen using the competitive selection andYor bidding process oftbe lead agency,
California Department of Parks & Recreation.

Persomael throned at agency expense ~ prima~ eoord~ators for work to be completed ut~r this
gram include:

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF PARI~k~ & RECREATION

J. Ray Patton, Park Supefintcmdent
Responsible for overall grant administration, supe~wision and lechnleal assistance.
Ray has 26 years~ exlYeriettce working w~h the California Department of Parks & Raereation.

(to be hired .ruly 1998), Associate State Park Resource Ecologist
techhical assistance ~md project oversight

Jay Galfoway, Park & Recreation Specialist
teehnleal a~sis-t0.nce and project oversight

Larry Clark, Supetwi~ing Ranger
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Dick Marktey, NC District Rm~ger
supervision, teclu~ical assistance

Bill Haire, NC District Resource Officer
technieal assistance

Bonnie Petitt, TNG Recreation Program Manager
technical ~ssist ance

Doug Pewitt, TNF Trails Prolgam Mmaager
teelmic~l assistance

Phil Ho minqg, TNF Landscape Architect/Recreation Plamaer
teclmical assistance

Bill S]ater, NC Ranger District Archeologist

I --01 1 332
1-011332



V|l. COMPLIANCE WITH STANDARD TERMS & CONDITIONS       ]

The California Department of Parks & Recreation will serve ~ lead agency and primary applicant ~br
purposes of grant administration, contracting, supervision, etc. As no ~parate contract requh-ements are
known at this time (and won’t he known until it is delermined which agency will admhaister the Local
Watershed Stewardship conlracts), general terms and conditions outlined are agreeable to and able to be
complied with by the California Department of Parks & Recreation, as htdicated by the signature of Park
Superintendent J. Ray Patton on the cover page (Attachment H).
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APPENDIX A

Nevada County Proposition 204 Steering Committee Memorandum of Understanding
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TM~ Memo~um of Underdog ~0~ ~s m~de ~nd ~ ~o b*~ ~e ~
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APPENDIX

Letters of Suppo~
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To: CALFED - Wa~.rehed ~Va~nag~nmnt

Subject: Proposal - Assessment of~he South Yub~ giver C~teSoQ, 111 Program
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HiGH SIERRA RESOURCE CONSERVATION & DEVELOPMENT AREA

~
:::~ June 25, 199~I

To: CalFed - Water=had MaNagement

Subj: Proposal - A~sessment of the South Yubs River
Category ill Program

The High Sierra Resource Coneerv~tion and Development (RC&ID)
CounCil supl~0rts th~s Category III Proposal to condu¢~ e disturbance
sssessnlerit of the ~outh Yuba River Watershed.    Amongst
watersheds in the ~ierra Nevada, the Yuba River has b~en or~ of the
most used and abused rivers, Th~ Yuba River Watersh~l Group
(Nevada County) is dedicating its ~fforLs to improve condi’dons in the

BR:map
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~ ake Vcr~ / R~und Mou~n Neighborhood Ass~cialion
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Sierra Nevada Alliance/Regional Council of Rural Count ~¢s
Principles of Watershed Restoration
Community Involvement Principles

I --01 1 342
1-011342



I --0 1 1 3 4 3
1-011343



plans of action~ that enhance and creat~ local job and                       [
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APPENDIX D                            ]

I~S EmAromnental Protection Ager~ey Index ofWatershed Indicators
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N~w~ Plashes:
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APPENDIX E

Sierra Ne~’ada Ecosystem Projec’~
Final report to Congress, Va]. II, Chapter 34," Biotic Integ~ty of Watersheds"

I --01 1 348
1-011348



34

, aad

Biotic Integrity of Watersheds



I --01 1 350
1-011350







I --01 1 353
1-011353



DISCUSSION

I
--011354

1-011354



I --01 1 355
1-011355



VOLUMEII, CHAPTER34
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APPENDIX F                            ]

Selected pages fi’om CALFED Bay-Delta Program, Volume U: Ecosystem Restormion
Program Plan
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then the temperature requirements of American ¯ provide high-quality foragiag az~d re*ring
shadcan be addressed habitat for wintering waterfowl, ~reat, r
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APPENDIX G

DRAFT MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT

I. Purpo~� and Need

This Memorandum of Agreement, dated                  ., e st g, biish~ a
voluntary and cooperative eommitmem by the signatories to work together on Phase 1
watershed assessment and plmming process to the extent of their individual authorities.
Such voluntary action is geared toward improving resource mart~emen~ a~d
the public’s understanding of the need for management prescrlptiorts along the 40 miles of
South Yuba River between Spaulding Dam and Englehiight Re~rvoh’.

This MOA is not a contract and is not legally binding; it is instead an agreement
among the fignatofies to v~rk together toward corm’non goals to the extent possin]e. No
siguat ory may be forced to take may aetkm with which it does not concur,

This MOA is intended to foct~s the agencies with jurisdiction over the South Yuba
River on ¢oord~mting activities, policies, regulations and future managen~-~nt d,~io ra
~ on a better understanding of the current stale of the South Yuha River and with the
goal of achieving mutually agreed upon improvements to the long-term health of the
watershed.

lI, Misalon Statement

This MOA is intended to serve as a framework to da~elop a watemSed
raanagement strategy and establish guidalines tbr joint ~ cooperative pl~afi~
implemeatution to emure the long-term health and protection of the South Yuba River
water~hed.

IIL Go.band Objectives

The overall goal oft~fis project is to reach and maintain a healthy South
watershed. We kanw fi’om experience that there are existing stres~s a~l negative
impacts on the South Yuba watershed, including but not limited to concentrated
recreational use; road cor~’uation and maldleramce practices; mining netivities, past and
present; wildfire and fuels management; etc.

The agencies ’Mth jurisdiotion over thi~ stretch of river wish to make rr~nagemcnt
and policy decisions to remedy these negative ir~acts. But to do so, they have identified
the des~’e to develop a comprehensive joint plan lbr more informed decision-making arid
effective fiver rrmnagement prescriptions.

Before the agencies can deveinp an effective pl~, however, they need more
specific data on e~:ist ~g conditiom a~d the extent of the irr~pact s, both to help identify the
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best management prescriptions and to use as a baseline for mortitoring the effectiveness of
methodologies chosen,, based on measurable changes in ~ater quality.

This MOA, therefore, proposes a phased assessment ’and pinnlung approach,
beginning with water quality inventorying and data gathering, that ",,All establish the
foundation tbr the fi~ture development of a joint management plan for the South Yuba
River.

IV. Parfieipants and Areas of Involvement

California Department of Parks & Recreation. Gold Mines Sector
grant administration
existing relevant studies artd data
technical expertise - user survey
joint supervision of project coordinator

Tahoe Natior~al Forest, Nevada City Ranger Dis~ict
existing relevant studies and data - road inventory, fire history, lileis inventory

G1S nmpping

joint ~ulxaM~ion of project coordinator

should be nmrhagad cooperatively by the agem:?ies ~ith jurisdietinn;
b. the South Yuba Rkver fi-om einw Spaulding Dam to Englebright Re~ervois
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APPENDIX H

South Yuba River Coordinated Watershed Management Plan

JOB DESCRIPTION: Project Coordinator

Tenure: Phase 1: January 1999-Decerober 2001 (36 mos.) at .5 FTE

The project coordinator will be contractually hlrcd a~d super~is~l by
the signatories of the South Yuha Privet Coorifinmed Watershed
Management Plan Mcrr~ortmdum of Agreemem (Forest Sa’.rvice, Bureau
o£Land Management, Calfforaia Departm~ut of parks & P,~cr¢ation) to
mrve ~ the ~iaison with the South Yuba River Stewardship Council
and to coord~mte the research, monitoring and outreach work needed
for phases I of the proposed Coordioated Watershed Mamg¢mtnt Plan
project, including the Watershed AssessmenffLmrentory.

Qgalitl~tioas: This position reqinres cormnuincation and coordination skills to
fadflitate b~inging oommtmifles mid proj~nt activities togcth~r.
Experience manag~g volunteers and creating and managing a budget
also required. Knowledge oi’the Nevada County area, particularly the
South Yuba River and its various constituent groups, is a roqulremant
for this position, as is neutrality in local political issues dm’ing the time
of the contract. Experience worldag with state and federaJ agent,s is
a plus.

Coordinate development and implementation of project-related
activRies

Coordinate specific on-the-ground monitoring activities in conjunction
with Proposition 2~4’s R~verKeeper program atgl personnel

Serve as iiaiso n between Mad MOA agenff~es and the public
Coordinate and monitor progress ofspenific activities in the field
Work with agency personnel to design contracts
Oversee contract work and maintain financial records in conjumticn

with lead agency
__ Write and present all reports required by grantors

Organize raw data into surmnary report
Facilitate meetings, minutes and correspondence fbr the MOA group
Seek additional funding for phases lI-Vi
lzn~u~ compliance with any CEOA/NEPA requirements
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APPENDIX I                            ]

INFORMATION SOURCES

22 Westside Rivers: Wild & Scenic River Study Report and Draft Environmental lmp~et
Statement, USDA Forest Service ~a~d USD! Bureau of Land Management, 1996.

The South Yuba: A Wild and Scenic River Report, Tim paln~r for the South Yuba RJ~er
Citizens League, March 1993.

Volun~ II: Ecosystem Restoration Program Plan, CALFED Bay-Delta Program.
Weather River/Sutter Ba(m EcoiogicaJ Zone Visio~ pp. 249-279, Dra~: March 1998.

US Environmemal Protection Agency Office o f Water, Watenshed Protection: A Pro.iect
Focus, Chapters 5-8. Web address: http://www.epa.gov/OWOW/wate~shed

Important Natural CommuniO~ Areas of Nevada County, Environment and Plann~ (for
N ~wa~a County Comerva~ion ~), c/o Nevada County L~a~d Trust, May 1998.

Sierra Nevado Ecosystem Project: Final Report to Congress, VoL ll, Chapter 34, "Biotic
Integrity of Watersheds," Peter B. Moyle and Paul J. Randatl. Davi~: University of
California, Centers for Water and Wildland Resources, 1996.

I --01 1 370
1-011370



I --01 1 371
1-011371



Err~t~
Text

Maps

I --01 1 372
1-011372



2Z Westside Ilivers Wild and Scenic River Study Report / Ilrafl Environmental Impact Staten|era
Errata Sheet

i_F.a~ez Paragraph lncoffeeiTexl/ProbternArea
P2 Ri~r ~i~g

(’on~ Te~ ~ Number

I I     M~S See ~ p~g~ [~ ~ alt~tive maps
I~ling.

~’]2 Pl ~fi~ ~ .... AI ~mafive E
~p~" A ...............a-14 .n ~’ ~ ..:~ ..........~.~ .... . App~ix C

fl-I 5 P3 ~ ~ ~gk a F~ Plaa ~¢n~nl ap~ly ~ is
~7.16 P2 ~a.A ..... Ap~d~ C
Ill~ Table IIl-I MMdle Yu~ Ri~r Ihting of vuluex ddd t~llural as ~/~e
111-4 Table 111-1 Upper~ulhYu~Ri~rlistingofval~s AddkA’n~yasvatue

~-25 PI Table ~ Table IV-8
~ PI 2 ~lel ~ ~mc nv~ 2 ~les of ~i0 ~ver
V-7 PI : Appeffdig A Appendix C

V-20 ~ See Table V-2 Scc Table V 3
V-20 P4 See Table V-2 See Table V-3
R-7 P4 Semi-~fi~fiv¢ ~d Primitive S~nic Values Add R~ation after Primmve
R-I] ~ R~fi~al v~s ~lt~l values
R-20 P1 ~t ofl~n~mr. ~om the outlet of Milton Rese~oi~
R-27 ~ y~og2~ year of 2013
R-29 P6 ~nd A~ L~d Acl purchase



/

LEGEND
Alternative A

II - ~o

I --01 1 374
1-011374



Alternatlve C

Wild & Scenic River
Rtver Segments

I --01 1 375
1-011375



LEGEND
Alternative D

Wild & Scenic River --
River Segmen~ -- ~ ~ ~"~"

I --01 1 376
1-011376



I --0 1 1 3 7 7
1-011377



LEGEND
Al|am~tiw F

River Segmer~t$         --

I --01 1 378
1-011378





TAHOE NATIONAL FOREST
and

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Wild and Scenic Rivers Study Report
and

Draft Environmental Impact Statement

Placer, Nevada, Sierra, Plumas, El Dorado, and Yuba Counties, California

Type of Environmental
Impact Statement: Legislative (ammendment to Forest PJan)

Lead Agency: USDA Forest Service

Co-Lead Agency: USDI Bureau of Land Management
(for BLM jurisdiction on the
western half of the lower
South Yuba River)

Responsible Officials: Dan Glickman
Secretary of Agriculture
(Congressional Recommendation)

John Skinner, Forest Super~tisor
Tahoe National Forest
(Responsible for completion of Study)

Roe Fellows, District Manager
Bureau of Land Management,
Folsom District

Secretary of the interior, Bruce Babbti
(Congressional Recommendation)

For Information
Contact: Wild and Scenic River Staff

P.O. Box 6003
Nevada City, California 95959
Phone: (916) 265-4531

I --01 1 380
1-011380



Abstract

]]’}is Study Report/Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) documents the
results of an analysis of 22 rivers to determine their suitability for inclusion into the
National Wild and Scenic Rivers System. The study area is located in Nevada,
Sierra, Plumas, Yuba, El Dorado, and Placer Counties, California. The study streams
are I~,ated primarily on the Tahoe National Forest but also flow through Bureau
of Land Management lands as well as lands located on the Plumas and Eldorado
National Forests.

The 22 rivers (the upper and lower South Yuba River are counted as one river)
under study are broken out by drainage as follows:

North Yuba River Drainage Middle Yuba River Drainage
Canyon Creek Macklin Creek
Empire Creek East Fork Creek
Lavezzola Creek Oregon Creek
Pauley Creek Middle Yuba River
New York Ravine
North Yuba River

South Yuba River Drainage Middle Fork American River Drainage
Humbug Creek North Fork, Middle Fork American River
Fordyce Creek North Fork, North Fork American River
South Yuba River Grouse Creek

Scrawauger Canyon

North Fork American River Drainage
North Fork, North Fork American River
Big Granite Creek
Little Granite Creek
New York Canyon

The alternatives considered are: A) Designate all rivers; B) Designate no rivers; C)
Designate three rivers D) Designate fourteen rivers E") Designata ten rivers F)
Designate fifteen rivers.

The Preferred Aiternetive (Alternative C) recommends designation of the lower
South Yuba River, Canyon Creek, and the North Yuba River as National Wild and
Scenic Rivers.
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Reviewers should provide the Forest Service with comments during the 90-day
review period of the study report/DEIS. This will enable the Forest Service to analyze
and respond to the comments in the final study repod/FEIS and include reviewers’
comments in the decision-making process, Comments on the study repoll]DEIS
should be specific and should address the adequacy of the analysis or the merRs
of the alternatives discussed (40 CFR 1503.3),

Comments to be received by:.

Comments should be sent to: Wild and Scenic River Staff
P.O. Box 6003
Nevada City, CA 95959

Printed on Recycled Paper

I-3
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SUMMARY

Introduction

This Wild and Scenic River Study Report/Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(DEIS) analyzes the suitability of twenty-two rivers within and adjacent to the Tahoe
National Forest for inclusion in the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System. The
Study Report]DEIS further evaluates the environmental consequences of such
designation on the human environment.

During the course of developing the Tahoe National Forest Land and Resource
Management Plan 1990 (TLRMP), the public stated that the TNF had not adequately
inventoried its rivers for possible wild and scenic river classification. A subsequent
invanto~t was conducted and twenty-two rivers on the west side of the Sierra
crest were identified as eligible for a wild and scenic river suitability study.

One river, the Middle Fork American River, although eligible, is not evaluated in
this Study Report/DEIS. The Middle Fork American River flows mostly through
Bureau of Land Management lands presently managed by California State Parks
for the Bureau of Reclamation, with only 10 percent of the river flowing through
the Tahoe National Forest (TNF) and about 15 percent of the Eldorado National
Forest. National Forest System lands are located on the upper end of the Middle
Fork American River. The Bureau of Reclamation will address suitability of the
Middle Fork American River as part of their water use study for the Middle Fork
and North Fork American Rivers.

The twenty-two remaining rivers selected for study are located on the western
slope of the Sierra crest, mostly within the boundaries of the TNF. Canyon Creek
has shared boundaries with the Plumas and Tahoe National Forests while the
Rubicon River has shared boundaries with the Eldorado and Tahoe National Forests.
One segment of the Lower South Yuba River is located on Bureau of Land
Management and State Park lands. All four rivers (Canyon Creek, North Yuba
River, Rubicon River, and the Lower South Yuba River) are being studied in
coordination with the other National Forests, the Bureau of Land Management,
and State Parks. All eligible rivers are within the State of California and are located
in Sierra, El Dorado, Nevada, Placer, Yuba, and Plumas Counties ( see page S-2
for study location map).

8-1

I --01 1 388
1-011388



Study Location Map
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This DEIS summarizes and incorporates by reference the findings of the eligibility
study, focuses on classification and suitability of eligible segments for inclusion in
the National Rivers System, and provides an assessment of the potential environmen-
tal impacts of the alternatives under consideration.

The DEIS is related to the FEIS fur the Tahoe Land and Resource Management
Plan [’FLRMP), and actions are consistent with direction contained within the TLRMP.
This same concept applies to the LMPs of the Eldorado and Plumes National
Forests where appropriate. After completion of the review process under the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the Secretary of Agriculture may recommend
that all, some, or none of the study rivers be designated as part of the National
Wild and Scenic Rivers System. If the rivers are found to be not suitable, the Regional
Forester will make that decision and will document that in the Record of Decision
(ROD). Congress has final authority for designating wild and scenic rivers.

All dyers considered within the DEIS are fres-flowing, Currently there are no active
proposals for any water or power development projscts that might threaten their
free-flowing status, however, local water agencies have water development
proposals that they are continuing to consider for some time in the future,

Study Process

The first phase of this wild and scenic river study was eligibility dsterminstion, an
analysis of resources within the study corridor (the river and 1/4 mile of the land
on each side of the river banks) to see whether a river was eligible to be considered
for federal designation, All river segments were found to be eligible because they
were f~ee-fiowing and possessed one or more outstandingly remarkable values:
scenery; geology and hydrology: wildlife: ecological; botanical; fisheries; cultural
resources; and recreation.

The second phase of the study was the classification inventory. The classification
inventory determined whether a rivar should receive a recreational, scenic, or wild
classification should it become designated. This determination was based on the
level of development present in the river corridor.

The suitability analysis is the third phase of the study. During the suitability study
alternative recommendations were created. This allows decision makers to see the
costs and benefits of recommending different groups of rivers. "13he analyses in
Chapter V and Appendix D (~ndividual river descriptions document the river values
and effects).
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Key Study Issues

Eight key Issues guided the development and evaluation of the alternatives:

1. Long-term protection or enhancement of important inst~eam and shoreline
resources from water development.

2. Long-tsrm protection of existing water development facilities and 1he
opportunity to develop future water projects as needs are idantJfied.

3. Long-term protection or enhancement of important upland resources,
including scenery, wildlife habitat, botanical resources, and geology.

4. Protection of traditional resource uses and heritage resource sites.

5. Protection of public access, mining, and recreation opportunities.

6. The ~’fscts of designation and resource protection actions on private property
rights and the economic viability of existing and future resource uses, in~Juding
timber harvest and mining.

7. County and State support for designation and their willingness to be involved
in future river management.

8,    Cost and barriers to implementing required actions.

Summary of Alternatives

The action alternatives considered are: A) Designate all rivers; B) Designate no
rivers; C) Designate three rivers; D) Designate fourteen rivers; E) Designate ten
rivers; F) Designate fifteen rivers, The alternatives were developed in response to
issues raised during the scoping process far this study.

The Forest Service has selected for recommendation Alternative C, which includes
designation of the Lower South Yuba River, Canyon Creek, and North Yuba River.
Table S.1 "Rivers by Alternative" describes the rivers evaluated by alternative.
Table S.2 "Issues/Resource indicators by Alternative", and Table S.3 "Summary of
Environmental C(~nsequences" from wild and scenic river designation describe the
environmental consequences associated with each river and alternative.
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Table S-1
Rivers by Alternative

All Rivers No Rk, ers

Alternative C Nternallve D
Canyo~ Creek Canyon Creek
N(x’th yuba River NOel1 Yuba River
Sout~ Yuba River (lower) N.F.M.F.A.R.

Grouse Creek
Rubicon River
Middle Yuba River
New York Canyon
Downie River
Empire Creek
Lavezzola Creek

Pauley Creek

Alternative E Allernatlve F

Oregon Creek oregon Creek
Fordyce Creek Fordyce Creek
Grouse Creek Grouse Creek
Rubicon Rive- Rubicon River
New York Canyc~ New York Canyon
New York Ravine New York Ravine
Humbug Creek Downle River
South Yuba River (upper) Empire Creek

Screwauger Canyuon
Macklin Creek
Big Granite Creek
Little Granite Cre~k
Paule,/Creek

S-5
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T~ble

issues / Resource Indicators
by Alternative

1) Long-term protection or enhancement of important instream and shoreline
resources.

Indicator A B C D E F

2) Long-term protection of existing water development facilities and the
oppol~unlty to develop future water projects as needs ere identified.

3) Long-term protection or enhancement of Important upland resources,
including scenery, wlldllfe habitat, botanical resources, end geology.

5) Protection of publlc access, mining, and recreation opportunities.

Classification A B C D E F
Wild acres 33,838 0 0 21,293 B,650 14,976
Sceptic acres 3~,&34 O 20,636 21,724 9,027 11,1 O0
R~creation acres 23,523 0 15,031 15,361 6,395 3,989

S-6
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6) Protection of private property rights and the economic viability of existing
and future resource uses, including timber harvest and mining.

Indlc~to~ A B C D E F

7) County and State support for designation and their willingness to be involved
in future river management.

No formal County imput received yet.

8) Cost and barriers to implementing required ectiona.
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CHAPTER I

PURPOSE AND NEED FOR ACTION

Background

The purpose of this study is to determine which river or rivers of the twenty-two
eligible streams on the west side of the Sierra crest to recommend for inclusion in
the Wild and Scenic River System. These streams are in and adjacent to the Tahoe
National Forest on the wes~ side of the Sierra crest.

The Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and Public Law 88-29 authorized the Nationwide
Rivers Inventory (NRI), which was begun in the early 1970s by the United States
Department of Interior (USDI) Heritage Conservation and Recreation Service (HCRS).
The intent of the National Wild and Scenic River Act of 1968 (PL 452) is to preserve
some of the Nation’s fros-flowing rivers for present and future generations.

In 1970 the Forest Service completed a M~ltiple Use Report on the North Fork
American River. The analysis recommended that the North Fork American River
be studied for possible inclusion irxto the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System.
In 1978, Congress designated the North Fork of the American R~ver as a Wild
River. Subsequently, the North Fork Amedcan Wild River Management and
Development Plan, 1979, was prepared for guiding the rivers management and
development. Portions of the Middle Yuba River and South Yuba River were included
in the HCRS (now a part of the N~ional Park Service) Nationwide Rivers Inventory
completed in 1981. An assessment ot the eligibility of these rivers along with the
Middle Fork American River, North Fork of the Middle Fork American Rive r, Lavezzola
Creek, and Canyon Creek was completed during the Forest planning process.
During the public comment period for the final TLRMP, river conservation groups
met with the TNF and argued that the Forest Wild and Scenic River inventory
process was inadequate, did not consider e wide range of dyers, and did not
follow Forest Service planning direction. Based on the information presented, the
Forest agreed that it had not adequately followed Forest Service direction and
agreed to conduct a new and more thorough eligibility inventory’. The subsequent
inventory was conducted and thirty rivers within and adjacent to the National Forest
Boundaries were found eligible for study. These eligible rivers are in an interim
protection status until such time as the suitability studies are completed and
recommendations made.

Of the thirty eligible rivers, eight rivers on the east slope of the Sierra crest were
studied separately; seven of these rivers were on the Tahoe National Forest (]-NF)
and one was on the Lake Tahoe Basin Management Unit. T~e East Side Wild and
Scenic River Study was prepared concurrently with the Bureau of Reclamation,
US Fish and Wildlife Service, the State of California Truckee River Operating
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Agreement Study (]ROA) and the Lake Tahoe Sasin Management Unit. The DEIS
was released in July of 1994. The Middle Fork of the American River was identified
eligible by an inter-agency evaluation team led by the Bureau of Reclamation (BOR).
The BOR will take the lead on the suitability study. The remaining twenty-two rivers
on the west slope of the Sierra crest are discussed in this study.

Purpose and Need of Study

The purpose of this study is to determine the suitability of the twenty-two eligible
streams and tributaries on the west side of the Sierra crest within and adjacent to
the TNF for inclusion in the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System. A separate
Suitability Study by the TNF is being conducted which analyzes eight eligible streams
on the east side of the TNF.

This DEIS is related to the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) for the
TLRMP, and the general actions are consistent ’~th the direction contained within
the TLRMPo This concept applies to the Eldorado and Plumes National Forest
Land and Resource Management Plans where appropriate, in addition a plan
amendment is required for those rivers recommended for designation to provide
interim protection. The USDA Forest Service is the lead agency in conducting t~is
environmental ana}ysie and preparing the DEiS. The Bureau of Land management
(BLM) is a cooperating agency for input on the South Yuba River.

Decisions to be Made

The decision to be made is to amend the Tahoe and Ptumas Nationat Forest Land
and Resource Management Ptans, as well as the Bureau of Land Management
Sierra Planning Area Management Framework Plan (1988) specifically those land
managed by the Folsom Resource Area within the Nevada City Area management
area, by providing interim protection for rivers recommended for Co~greasional
designation into the Wild and Scenic Rivers System. The plan amendment will
provide protection for the outstan~ingly remarkable values and free-flowing
characteristics of rivers recommended for designation.

The recommendation[s] to be made, based on the analys~s in this document, are
preliminar~ recommendations subject to further review by the Chief of the Forest
Service and Director of the Bureau of Land Management and the Secretaries of
Agriculture and interior. The recommendations are non-binding at higher administra-
tive levels end Congress.
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Wild and Scenic Rivers Act

]]3e Wild and Scenic Rivers Act was passed in 1968 to balance water development
with river protection:

" The Congress declares that the established National policy of dam and other
construction...needs to be complemented by a policy that would prese~e other
selected rivers or sections thereof in their free-flowing condition to protect the
water quali~y of such dyers and to fuitill other vital National conservation purposes."

To accomplish this goal, Congress created the National Wild and Scenic Rivers
System:

" It is hereby declared to be the policy of the United States that certain selected
rivers of the Nation which, with their immediate environmects, possess outstandingly
remarkable scenic, recreational, geologic, fish and wildlife, historic, cultural, or
other similar values, shaft be preserved in a free-flowing condition, and ... shaft
be protected for the benefit and enjoyment of present and future generations."

By the end of 1988, about 9,200 miles of rivers on 119 river ssgmen~s had been
included in the Wild and Scenic Rivers System (Coyle, 1988). Designation as a
wild and scenic river does not mean that the river corridor, which generally includes
the land within about 1/4 mile on either side of the river, is managed like a National
Park or Wilderness. "fhe management goal is to maintain the character of the river
in its current state and protect or enhance specific resource values. Land uses
and developments on private lands within the river area which were In existence
when the river was designated on National Forest System land will be permitted
to continue. New land uses will be evaluated for their compatibility with the
purposes of the Act. Federal water prelects, Including dams~ are specifically
prohibited.

Study Process

The Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and Federa~ guidelines (47 CFR 454, September
7, 1982) specify the process used to study rivers for possible inclusion in the
NationaJ Wild and Scenic Rivers System. This process has three components:

1. Eligibility study
2. Classification inventory
3. Suitability study

]-he purpose of the eligibility study is to determine if rivers meet the minimum
requirements for addition to the National System. In order to be eligible, a river
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segment must be free-flowing and possess one or more outstandingly remarkable
values, such as scenic, recreational, geologic, fish, wildlife, historic, ecologic, or
cultural resources.

The second component, classification inventory, determines whether eligible rivers
should be classified as recreational, scenic, or wild. This determination is based
on the level of development present in the river corridor. "llqe eligibility study end
classification analysis are described in Chapter III.

The third component, the suitability study, is designed to show the costs and
benefits of ectually designating eligible rivers. This is done through a comparison
of alternative ways of managing the river corridor including at least one altsrnative
which designates all eligible river segments and one alternative invoMng non-
designation of all segments.

Suitability consideration includes the environmental consequences of each alterna-
tive and the manageability of the river if it is designated, including costs and the
willingness of the counties and state to participate in river corridor management.
Chapter IV (Affected Environment) and Chapter V (Environmental Consequences)
constitutes the heart of the suitability analysis.

If Congress ch~oses to add rivers into the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System
through legislation, a management plan would then be prepared by the Forest
Service and Bureau of Land Management. The management pier1 would describe
the final river corridor boundaries and provide a schedule and plan for implementing
the preferred alternative specified in this Legislative Environmental Impact Statement
(LEIS). The management plan would also address more details c# what specific
actions would take place and where.

As a part of this suitability study the Forests and Bureau of Land Mangement
need to amend their Forest Plans and Mangement Framework Plans to provide
interim protection for rivers recommended for Wild and Scer~c River designation.
In this document proposed wording is identified for the preferred alternative only.
~f the preferred alternative changes from draft to final, it is intended that the Plan
Amendment would reflect these changes.

Public Involvemeni

The public involvement program consisted of five public workshops, meetings
¯ ~h the water agencies and Counties, mailings to interested parties, study
newsletters, as well as informal memings on request. Workshops were held in
Foresthill, Auburn, Nevada City, Marysville, and Downievitle. The attendance at
these workshops was excellent. County officials, Congressional aides, landowners,
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mining clairnants, Icoal residents, and others who had interest regarding river
management attended the workshops.

In addition to the workshops and meetings, over 300 written comments were
received. These comments included two petition sets (see Appendix A for cover
of petition sets). The first petition was from the town of Downieville, population
200. There were 119 signatures on the petition. The second petition was from the
Grass Valley area; it contained 1,151 signatures.

Approximately seventy-five percent of the written comments received at the
beginning of the study were opposed to wild and scenic river designation based
on the fear of condemnation of private property and mining issues. People who
favored wild and scenic river designation were generally recreation-based or
landowners along the river, who were concerned that their property would be
inundated by water should a dam be buitt in the future.

The Study Team

A broad-based resource analysis team including a forester, archaeologist, botanist,
fishery biologist, wildlife biologist, hydrologist, landscape architect, lands specialist,
and recreation planner conducted both the eligibility and suitability analyses. The
team worked together in an interdisciplinary process.

The team mailed out three wild and scenic river updates over the course of the
study. The updates were designed to keep the public informed about the progress
of the planning process. The updates were mailed to about 2,000 people, including
landowners along the eligible rivers and interested publics (the third edition update
is located in Appendix B.
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CHAPTER II
ALTERNATIVES

Introduction

This study has developed and analyzed the suitability of 22 rivers in the National
Wild and Scenic I~ver System. Six alternatives were developed and analyzed.
Under Alternative A, all the eligible rivers would be found suitable f~r dealgna~ion
and management would be similar to the standards described in Appendix C.
Alternative B is the No Action Alternative. None of the eligible rivers would be
recommended as suitable. Management under Alternative B would be in accordance
with the existing local county plans for private lands, and land and resource
management plans or land use plans on state and federal lands. The other
alternatives range in the number of rivers and designate various combinations of
the eligible rivers. Table I1.1 lists which dyers were evaluated under each alternative
and compares the number of miles of river by alternative. A half-mile-wide corridor,
one-quarter-mile from each stream bank, was used to determine the study area.
Table 11-2 provides the number of acres for each river corridor by alternative.

River Miles by Alternative
Table ll-1

RIVER A B C D E F

North Yuba River 45 0 45 45 0 O

Downie River 12 0 0 12 0 12

Empire Creek 9 0 0 9 0 s

Lavezzola Creek 15 0 0 15 0 15

Pauley Creek 15 0 0 15 0 15

Canyon Creek 30 0 30 ~0 0 0

New York Ravine 2 0 0 2 2 2

Middle Yuba River 39 0 0 39 0 0

Oregon Creek 4 0 0 0 4 4

East Fork Creek 4 0 0 0 4 4

Macklin Creek 2 O 0 0 0 2
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Table I1-1 (continued)

RIVER A B C D E F

Big Granite Creek 5 0 0 0 0 5

Little Granite Creek 2 0 0 0 0 2

New York Canyon 1 0 0 1 1 1

Sorewauger Canyon 3 0 0 3 0 3

~rouse Creek 1 I 0 0 1 1 t

Rubicon River      10 0 0      10 10 10

¥OTAL MILES 297 0 114 204 81 1t7

River Acres by Alternative
Table ll-2

RIVER A B C D E F

North Yuba River 14.228 0 14,228 t4.223 0 ! 0

Downie River 3.819 O 0 3.819 0 3,819

Empire Creek 2,757 0 0 2.757 0 2.757

Lavezzola Creek 4,273 0 O 4,273 0 0

Pauley Creek 4.103 0 0 4,103 0 4.103

Canyon Creek 8.945 0 8,945 8.945 O 0
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Table 11-2 (continued)

RWER A B C D E F

Oregon Creek 1,249 0 0 0 1,249 1,249

East Fork Crsek 1,384 0 0 0 0 0

M acklin Greek 767 0 0 0 0 767

Upper South Yuba River 6,077 0 0 0 6,077 0

Lower South Yuba River 12,609 0 12,494 0 0 0

Fordyce Creek 2,997 0 0 0 2,987 2,790

Humbug Creek 2,371 0 0 0 2,371 0

N.F.N,F,A.R. 1,522 0 0 1,522 1,522 1,522

Big Granite Creek 1,715 0 0 0 0 1,715

Utile Granite Creek 816 0 0 0 0 816

New York Canyon 504 0 0 504 504 504

N.F.M.F.A.R. 4,789 0 0 4,789 4~7a9 4,789

Screw~ugwer Canyoa 783 0 0 783 0 783
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Development of Ailernatives

The Wild and Scer~c Rivers Act [section 4(e)] requires the consideration of a number
of fa~ors iB evaluating the suitability of a rivers for inclusion in the National Wild
and Scenic Rivers System. The factors which help to define the scope of the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS)/Study Report end include: (1) the current
statue of landownership, including the amount of private land within and adjacent
to the study area;(2) the reasonably foreseeable uses of the land and water that
would be enhanced, foreclosed, or curtailed if the area were included in the National
Wild and Scenic Rivers System; (3) the values that may be foreslosed or diminished
if the area is not protected as part of the system; (4) public, state, end Iocel interest
in the designation; (5) the cost of the area’e acquisition and edminietretion if it is
added to the system; and (6) other issues and concerns raised during the public
involvement phase of the study.

To respond to these issues regarding recommendations of suitability, the Forest
Service Handbook (FSH) guidelines (FSH 1909.12) suggest consideration of the
fallowing types of alternatives: (1) national designation of all eligible segments;
protection of eligible segments by some means other than national designation
(such as state designation); (3) non-designation of all or portions of the eligible
segments; {4) designation of segments with alternative classifications; and (5)
continuing current management (or no action).

Possible alternatives such as state designation and further segmenting the rivers
were not considered because no interest was expressed during the public
involvement phase of the study. The Forest Service considered all relevant issues
raised by the public end interdisciplinary study team (ID]) during the scoping
process to develop the alternatives. Key study issues were derh/ed from the public
involvement phase of the study.

Key Study issues

Eight key study issues guided the develepment end eveluetion of the alternatives,
Many of these concerns were first identified by members of the public in issue-
identification workshops he~d in the fa~l of 1992 and the summer of 1993. These
issues were developed over the winter of 1993-94 at public meetings end one-on-one
meetings with agenciee end interested individuals.

Issue #1: Long-term protection or enhancement of important in-stream and
shoreline resources from water development.

The adequacy of existing local, state, and federa{ regulations to provide
long-term protection for in-stream and shoreline resources is a
concern. While the rivers are now free-f~owing, how will future pressures
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effect the rivers, and will existing mechanisms be able to respond to
these pressures? Of particular concern is the potential for hydroelectric
development along the South Yube River. Although there are no
active plans for impounding the river to produce electricity, proposals
have been made in the past, including two small hydroelectric projects
proposed in the mid eighties entitled the Excelsior Ditch and Miners
Tunnel. These proposed projects were between the Highway 49
bridge and the Edwards Crossing area.

Issue #2 Long-term protection of existing water development facilities and
the opportunity to develop future water projects as needs are
Identified.

Nevada Irrigation District (NID), Yuba County Water Agency (YCWA),
Placer County Water Agency (PCWA), and Pacific Gas and Electric
(PG&E) all have multi-million dollar reservoirs and water delivery
systems on, below, or adjacent to eligible streams being considered
for designation (see Appendix E). These agencies, and the customers
they supply, are concerned that a wild and scenic river designation
may affect their management or delivery of water supplies in the
future.

The agencies, and some local citizens, have expressed a strong
concern that since designation precludes future water development
then designation is not e wise choice, The main argument brought
forward is the idea that future water needs are difficult to predict,
and therefore, it is not wise to limit options. There are several aspects
to this concern. The first point is that long-term water needs are
almost impossible to predict because it is very hard to predict long-term
population trends and other factors that result in water demand. The
second point is that there is a high likelihood that future downstream
environmental requirements for stream flows will add to future water
demands. The third point is that there are also long-term flood control
needs and designation may preclude options for flood control.

Issue #3 Long-term protection or enhancement of Important upland
resources, including scenery, wildlife habitat, botanical resources,
and geology.

The lands within the Yuba, American, and Rubicon River drainages
cor~aln several outstanding values: scenery; wildlife habitat; botanical
occurrences; and geologic features. The natural rugged character of
these watersheds is highly valued.
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Many landowners, recreationists, miners, and others who enjoy the
river environment care deeply about river resources. Some, however,
are concerned that threats to the river environment occur as these
rural areas beoome more densely populated and water demsnds
continue to increase. They feel that the natural values are subiect to
increasing stress and question the ability of existing regulations to
respond in a way that will ensure the long-term protection of upland
resources,

The future of the area’s scenic values is of particular concern to
naturalists, recreationists, and wildlife enthusiasts. They fear that the
scenic values would be degraded by residential development, timber
harvesting, water developme~s, or other land uses. Protection of
scenery and the existing rugged character is important to many
people. Many people have also acknowledged that it is beyond the
scope of wild and scenic river designation to protect those areas
outside of the quarter-mile river boundaries.

Issue #4: Protection of traditional resource uses, historic, and cultural
sites.

All of the eligible rivers have played an integr~J part in a rich cultural
past. The rivers have been important to the American Indian communi-
ties for fish and wildlife resources, cultural sites relating to Indian
history and prehistory, and traditional-uss values. The rivers have
also been used to harness energy and wash gold out of the hills for
nearly 150 years. There are historic and cultural sites scattered
throughout the study area. These sites often have excellent integrity
and merit further study and protection in the future.

Issue #5: Protection of public access, mining, and recreation opportunities.

The eligible rivers provide outstanding recreational acth,’Jties including
fishing, sightseeing, rafting, swimming, camping, hunting, and hiking.
These activities are enhanced by the river corridors’ natural appear-
ante, outstanding scenery, fishery, and wildlife. There are several
primitive recreation opportunities along some of the rivers as well.
Recreational use on many of the rivers is low to moderate, eXCiL~ing
the North and South Yuba Rivers. Many landowners currently allow
acoess to their land upon request, but there is no assurance that
this wil] continue. Besides assured access, recreation visitors want
appropriate facilities at key sites to maintain and enhance the recreation
opportunities existing today.
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Issue #6: The effects of designation and resource protection actions on
private property rights end the economic viability of existing and
future resource uses, including timber harvest and mining.

Residents of Nevada, Placer, El Dorado, Yuba, Plumes, and Sierra
Counties value the rural character of the Yuba, American, and Rubicon
drainages. These people, many of whom depend on forestry, mining,
agriculture, and recreation~tourism for their livelihood, want this
character to be maintained. Many believe, however, that this can be
accomplished without new restrictions. They suggest that existing
laws and regulations are adequate and that landowners are being
good stewards of their lands. Landowners are concerned that wild
and scenic river designation will restdct what they can and cannot
do on their own property. The land ownership pattern along some of
the river corridors is a checker board of pdvate and public property
that dates back to the railroad grants of 1862 and 1884. This
checkerboard pattern is especially predominant along the South and
Middle Yuba River drainages.

At the wild and scenic river workshops, many people asked who
would be making decisions about river management, expressing
concern that designation would lead to a loss of local control, with
decisions being made in San Francisco and Washington D.C.

Specific concerns include landowner’s ability to harvest timber, mine,
subdivide, and / or develop property. Landowners also are concerned
about the effects of increased public recreational usa, including
possible increases in fires, treepaee, vandalism, and litter, as well as
being forced into a enforcement role. Other soncams include possible
economic effects of designation, such as changes in property values
and property taxes. Many have said that their property taxes are
already increasing, and fear that locals may be displaced by
newcomers attracted into the area.

Some of the river corridors contain valuable timber, Many county
residents and small businesses are concerned that wild and scanis
designation will add another complication to an industry already
embroiled in debate over old-growth forests and log exports. There
is concern about the backlash which the industry may receive from
the public if they Cut within or adjacent to a wild and scenis dyer
corridor. Landowners were especially concerned about the govern-
ment’s authority to condemn land for access or scenic easements.

Issue #7: County and State support for designation and their willingness
to be involved In future river managemenL
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The Wild and Scenic Rivers Act specifies that a study report must
contain descriptions of the role that will be played by local and State
government should the river be designated. This is a recognition
that, padicularly regarding rivers flowing through private lands, the
federal government’s management jurisdiction is ]imJtsd. Several
essential ingredients to successful river management are the jurisdic-
tion of state or local government, For example, the state controls use
of fish and wildlife resources and grants water use permits. Local
government (which, in un-incorporated areas, means the county),
has the authority for regulating land use, and the shedff is responsible
for public safety end search and rescue efforts.

The State of California will continue to have a key role in river corridor
management through it’s involvement in county shoreline regulations
and water quality and quantity issues. The State has not issued a
formal position regarding future management of any rivers or the
role that they will wish to assume except.

Sierra, Nevada, end P~eoer County officials are concerned that
designation includes condemnation aathodty on private lands, federal
pressure on the counties to strengthen zoning, effects on traditional
resource uses, the adequacy of compensation paid to private
landowners, reduction Jn property tax receipts, and pressure on
essential services, such as law enforcement and sanitation to service
the river corridors.

The Sierra County Board of Supervisors has formally stated opposition
to wild and scenic river designation within their county. Placer and
Nevada Counties 15card of Supervisors have formally decided to wait
and see what the final recommendation will be before formally
expressing a position.

Issue #8: Cost and barriers to Implementing required aelions.

Each of the alternatives, except Alternative B (no-action), assumes
that the administrative actions and financial support needed to manage
the rivers would be forthcoming. Beyond support for the concept of
river management, e number of questions t~ust be answered before
the federal government, or other potential participants, would agree
to participate in a successful management plan. Is the activity
consistent with legal authority? Will costs be incurred and how will
these be borne? Is staff available? Will this activity detract from other
staff responsibilifies? It is important to note that regardless of
designation, the cost to manage the river corridors will slighfiy increase
over time.
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Alternatives Eliminated from Detailed Study

This sectiot~ describes all of the alternatives that sudaced during the study process.
but were nc~t carried forward into the alternatives considered in detail, An overriding
concern for the interdisciplinary team and management was to keep the alternatives
to a small number so that clear comparisons and environmental consequences
could be readily understood. Some elements of these altamativee not considered
in detail were brought forward to the final alternatives as desired by the team and
management. Because reference is made to the alternatives that are being
considered in d~ail, readers may wish to read those first.

Recraatlon Alternative: Nine eligible rivers are recommended for wild, scenic, or
recreational rivers. The rivers recommended are listed as follows:

Pauley Creek North Yuba River
Downie River Oregon Creek
Lavezzola Creek Upper South Yuba River
Empire Creek Lower South Yuba River
East Fork Creek - SIA

]he emphasis of this alternative is to recommend rivers that provide an enhanced
recreation experience for forest recreationists and provide some economic benefits
from tourism for river communities. These rivers have outstandingly remarkable
values for recreation or have attractions that would suppor~ recreation and tourism.
This includes designating a Special Interest Area (SIA) around the fails near Weaver
Lake on East Fork Creek.

This alternative was not considered in detail because:

1. The study team determined that alternatives A, C, and D adequately covered
these issues. Additionally the geologic values and remote access suggested
a SIA was not appropriate in the case of East Fork Creek.

Multiple Values Alternatives: Seven eligible rivers are recommended for wild,
scenic, or recreational rivers. The rivers recommended are listed as follows:

Canyon Creek N.F.M.F.A.R.
Pauley Creek Lower South Yuba River
North Yuba River N.F.N.F.A.R.
Middle Yuba River

]he emphasis of this alternative is to recommend the rivers with the broadest
outstandingly remarkable resource values. ]his attarnative would also provide an
emphasis on maintaining or enhancing primitive recreation values. Along the lower
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South Yuba River the segment between the forest bounden/and the town of
Washington has been upgraded from scenic to wild to enhance the primitive
recreation values,

This alternative was not considered ~ detail because:

f. The study team determined that Alternatives A and C encompass this
alternative,

2. This a~ternative does not incorporate any resource or public concerns about
conflicts with other users.

3. In regard to wild classification for the 8curb Yuba River, rivers other than the
South Yuba River already provide better wild river opportunities among the
twenty-two rivers under consideraf~on.

Gold Alternative: In this alternative nine eligible rivers are recommended for wild,
scenic, or recreational rivers. The rivers in this alternative are as foi[ows:

Macklin Creek North Yuba River (above Sierra City)
New York Ravine Big Granite Creek
Rubicon River Little Granite Creek
Oregon Creek New York Canyon
Upper South Yuba River Lsvezz.ola Creek

The emphasis of this alternative was to minimize impacts on mining operations by
recommending only those rivers or river segments with 10w-density mining activity.

This alternat[vs was not considered in detail because:

1. Several rivers were cut in half and did not make logical river segments.

2, The study team determined that Alternative B, C, end D adequately encom-
passed those rivers.
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Canyon Creek - Scenic East Fork Creek
Downie River - Scenic Oregon Creek
Empire Creek - Scenic Lower South Yuba River - Scenic
Lavszzola Creek - Scenic Upper South Yuba River
Middle Yuba River - Scenic Big Granite Creek - Scenic
Fordyce Creek - -Scenic Lit’tie Granite Creek
Humbug Creek New York Canyon - Scenic
N.F.M.F.A.R. - Scenic Grouse Creek - Scenic
New York Ravine Screwauger Canyon
Maeklin Creek Rubicon River - Scenic
Pauley Creek - Scenic

The classification along several rivers has been lowered from wild to scenic (sse
"Scenic" listing above). The emphasis of this alternative was to minimize management
limitations on mining operations. This emphasis is achieved by reducing the
classification of wild rivers to scenic rivers within the gold belt and listing other
rivers outside of the gold belt with minimal mining activities.

This alternative was not considered in detail because:

1. The study team determined that this issue was better addressed under
Alternatives C end D.

2. There was also concern that designating this many rivers was not truly
responding to mining concerns,

Timber Alternative: In this alternative, ten rivers are recommended for wild, scenic,
or recreational rivers. The rivers are listed as follows:

N.F.N.F.A.R. Rubicon River
Oregon Creek New York Canyon
Humbug Creek N.F.MF.A.R.- Scenic
Fordyce Creek - Rec Grouse Creek
Upper South Yuba River New York Ravine

The e~aasification along Fordyce Creek has been lowered from scenic to recreation.
Classification along the North Fork of the Middle Fork American River has also
been lowered from wild to scenic. The emphasis of this alternative was to reduce
impacts on timber management by recommending only those dyers where timber
is not being aetively managed within the potential designated corridors.
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This alternative was not considered in detail because:

f, The study team determined that this i~aue was adequately addressed under
Alternatives C and B.

The team also determined that the timber resource iasuea were not strong
enough to warrant a eeparate alternative and should be ino~uded with ~thar
alternatives.

Private Lands Alternative: In this alternative, four eligible rivers are recommended
for wild, scenic, or recreational rivere. The rivers recommended are listed as follows:

North Yuba River
Lower South Yuba River
Lavezzola Creek
North Fork of the Middle Fork American River

The emphasis of this alternative is to provide soma of the best representative
streams from the westside of the Forest while trying to minimize the impacts on
resource outputs and perceived conflicts on private land.

This alternative was not considered in detail because:

1. The study team determined that alternative C is very similar to this alternstJve.

2. Other alternatives already include these rivers.

Historic Travelway Alternative: In this alternative, all rivers are recommended.
The purpose of this alternative was to minimize management constraints on
motorized jeep travelways, The classification along Fordyce Creek and Canyon
Creek is modified from scenic to recreation.
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This alternative was not considered in detail because:

f. The team determined that Alternative A already covers all of the rivers end
the change from scenic to recreation for Fordyce Creek and Canyon Creek
was not significant in terms of consequences.

Lsnd Alternative: In this alternative, seventeen eligible r~vers are recommended
for wild, scenic, or recreational rivers. The rivers recommended include:

Canyon Creek New York Canyon
N.F.M.F.A.R. Downie River
Grouse Creek Empire Creek
Screwauger Canyon Lavezzola Creek
Rubicon River New York Ravine
Humbug Creek North Yuba River
Lower South Yuba River Middle Yuba River
N.F.N,F.A.R. Uttle Granite Creek
Pauley Creek

The emphasis of this alternative is to minimize impacts on private property owners
who are concerned that their land will be condemned in fee title by recommending
only those rivers where there is a majority of public land (over 50 percent) within
the quarter-mile river corridor.

This alternative was not considered in detail because:

1. The team determined that Alternatives B, C, and D covered several ways of
responding to the private land issue. There also was a sense that emphasizing
public ownership over 50 percent did not fully sddress the private land issues
such as potential trespass, litter, and sanitation problems.

2. There was also a concern that recommending seventeen rivers would not
be seen as a way to minimize impacts for private land compared to
recommending fewer rivers, or fewer river miles in some alternatives.

Alternatives Considered in Detail

The objective and management direction for designation of one or more rivers
include the following:

Designation forecloses possible impoundment of these rivers for water supply or
other uses to maintain the river in a free-flowing condition. This prohibition would
protect native and sensitive fish species which require free-flowing waters for their
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su~tival and wou~d prevent the inundation of federal or state-listed endangered,
threatened, or sensitive plant species within the river corridors.

All rivers would be managed to the standards prescribed for the respective
claesifcstion as described in Appendix A. Private landowners along the classified
rivers would be encouraged to continue currant ~and uses in order to preserve
the existing atmosphere surrounding the rivers. Landowners are encouraged to
use the standards in Appendix A to guide future land uses and developments.
"l-imbar harvest on private lands is guided by the regulations developed to implement
the California Forest Practices Act. Wild and Scenic River corridors (200 feet on
each side of the river) are considered "Special Treatment Areas" under the
regulations. The intent of this determination is to manage the 200-foot corridor in
a manner that is compatible with the purpose for establishing the Special Treatment
Area. The regulations do not prohibit the harvest of timber within the area, but
require modified practices to protect the wild and scenic river values within the
corridor.

All alternatives except Alternative B would amend the Tahoe and Plumes National
Forest Land and Resource Management Plans and Folsorn Area "resource plan"
to provide interim proton--t/on of rivers recommended for wed and scenic river
designation. Specific language for the intedm protection is given under Alternative
C, as an example. The language is based on direction in the Land end Resource
Management Planning Handbook, Chapter 8.

Ongoing regular uses of private lands, particularly those existing at the time th~ s
river is designated, are not directly affected. Landowners are encouraged to maintain
the existing environment along the river corridors, on private lands, under every
action alternative evaluated in this study.

All alternatives, except Alternative B, wo{JId amend National Forest Land and
Resource Management Plans and the BLM Management Framework Plan to provide
interim protection of rivers recommended for wild and scenic river designation. An
example of the specific ~anguage for the interim protection, is given under Alternative
C.

Alternative A; Recommend designating all twenty-two rivers.

In Alternative A, each of the 22 rivers (a total of approximately 298 miles) are
recommended for designation as wild, scenic, or recreational into the National
Wild and Scenic River System (see Alternative A map on page II-fa). Tnis would
protect all of the eligible rivers and their outstandingly remarkable values. It forecloses
impoundment of these rivers for water supply or other uses. Native and sensi’~=ve
aquatic species which require free-flowing water for their survival would be protected.
Sensitive plant species and habitat for threatened, endangered, and sensitive
wildlife species within the rivers corridors wou~d also be protected. All of the
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inventoried river classifications would be represented under this alternative, ff this
alternative was chosen as the preferred alternative, Forest Plan standards end
guidelines, land allocations, and or management direction would be changed
through a forest plan amendment.

Alternative B: Recommend no rivers (no-action)

This alternative describes the existing situation and proposes to continue existing
management practices. The outstandingly remarkable values would be prote~ed
and maintained under management requirements of the Tahoe National Forest
Land and Resource Management Plan (-FLRMP). No new programs or spasiai
designation would be created.

Resources in the study corridor on private ]ands are affected by a variety of county,
state, and federal activities. On National Forest System lands, standards have
been set to protect vegetation, wildlife, and visual quality, as well as providing
opportunities for recreation. The principal federal laws, policies, and programs
protecting river corridor resources are described in Chapter V of the TLRMP under
Standards and Guidelines and Management Direction. Water quality and quantity
are regulated according to California State law. Hydroelectric power development
is allowed under federal and state procedural requirements, If this alternative was
chosen as the preferred alternative, Forest Plan standards and guidelines, land
allouations, and or management direction would be changed through a forest
plan amendment.

Alternative C: Recommend designating three rivers (Preferred Alternative)

Three rivers are recommended for scenic or recreational designation for a t~tal of
114 miles. These rivers include Bureau of Land Management (BLM) land, and
State Park land. The rivers recommended are listed as follows:

Canyon Creek (Scenic) TNF & PNF
North Yuba River (Recreation and Scenic) TNF & PNF
Lower South Yuba River (Recreation, and Scenic) TNF & BLM

State Parks

In this alternative the inventoried classification of w~ld for all the streams was lowered
to scenic. Additionally, the upper-most segment of the Lower South Yuba River
was modified, The part above Lanes Crossing is deleted and the remainder of the
segment was changed to a scenic classification. The one-thousand feet, upstream
from the bridge at Lanes Crossing, has been eliminated for more logical managarnant
with an easily identified starting point.
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The emphasis of this alternative is to protect and promote public appreciation of
t~e unique ecological, recreational, scenic, fisheries, and heritage values on the
North Yuba River, Canyon Creek, and the lower South Yuba River, which are
considered to be the best rivers to recommend to Congress. All twenty-two of the
rivers evaluated have been determined to have outstandingly remarkable values
so the three rivers recommended in this alternative are thought to make the most
significant contributiona to a National Wild and Scenic River System. At the same
time this alternative would minimize impacts to mining, resource outputs, and
private land concerns because of the number of rivers recommended and the
classification along Canyon Creek, ~wer South Yuba River, and the North Yuba
River was was lowered from wild to scenic.

As part of the Preferred A~ternative, Alternative C amends the Forest Plan and
BLM’s Sierra Planning Area Management Framework Plan (1988) to provide interim
protection for the recommended rivers until Congress takes legislative action on
these rivers. The Forest Service Land and Resource Management Planning
Handbook, Chapter 8, provides the interim protection standards for wild, scenic,
and recreational rivers (see Appendix A). The Tahoe and Plumes N~ional Forest
Land and Resource Management Plans and Bureau of Land Management’s, Sierra
Planning Area Management Framework P~an (1988) wil~ be amended to provide
interim protection of the three dyers unti~ Congress denies or approves designation
as follows:

1. To the extent the Forest Service and Bureau of Land Management are
authorized under law to control stream impoundments and diversions, the
free-fiowing characteristics of the North Yuba River, Canyon Creek, and the
lower South Yuba River cannot be modified

2. Outstandingly remarkable values for the North Yuba River, Canyon Creek,
and the lower South Yuba River shall be protected, and or enhanced, to the
extent practicable.

3. Control managemer(~ and development of Public ~nds on the North Yuba
River, Canyon Creek, and the lower South Yuba River and its 1/2-mile corridor,
Protect these corridors from modification to the degree that eligibility and
classification would be affected based on the inventory classification.

This direction will be added to the goals and desired conditions of the Forest Plan
as an additional element for wild and scenic rivers. In addition, there will be specific
language in each appropriate management area under resource management
emphasis that provides for interim protection of each river recommended,

The recommended wording is: Provide interim wild and scenic river protection for
Canyon Creek, North Yube River, and lower South Yuba River according to Forest
Service Handbook direction and the direction provided in the Goals and desired
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future condition section of this Forest Plan. This wording will be applied to
Management Area (MA) 004 Sunnyside, MA 006 Canyon Creek on the Tahoe
National Forest and MA 011 Challenge, MA 017 Poverty and MA 016 Beertrap on
the Plumas National Forest for Canyon Creek. ]hie wording would be applied to
Management Area 013 Forty Niner, MA 022 Goodyeare Bar, and MA 023 Pandola
on the "l-ahoe National Forest and MA 011 Challenge on the Plumas National Forest
for the North Yuba River. The above wording would be applied to Management
Area 042 South Yuba for the lower South Yuba River. The above wording would
also be applied to BLM’s Nevada C~ Management Area, Sierra Planning Area
MFP, as per BLM’s Wild and Scenic River policy and guidance. Outstandingly
Remarkable values identified for these rivers in the eligibility determination process
and documented in this study will be applied to the rivers in thie preferred alternative.

Alternative D: Recommends deslgnsting fourteen rlvers.

Fourteen eligible dyers are recommended for wild, scenic, or r~creationa/rivers
for a total ot 204 miles. The rivers recommended are listed as follows:

Canyon Creek - Scenic New York Canyon
N.F.M.F,A,R. - Scenic Downie River - Scenic
Grouse Creek Empire Creek - Scenic
Screwauger Canyon Scenic Lavezzola Creek - Scenic
Rubicon River New York Ravine
North Yuba River - Scenic N.F.N.F.A.R. - Scenic
Middle Yuba River - Scenic Pauley Creek

Several rivers classifiostion has been lowered from wild to scenic (see those rivers
listed as "Scenic" in the above chart. In this alternative the inventoried classification
of wild along nine streams has been lowered to scenic (see "Scenic" listed after
river name in the above listing of rivers). The emphasis of this alternative is to
recommend a broad range of rivers and provide a group of rivers with strong
ecological values supporting old-growth forest habitat. This alternative minimizes
impacts on private land owners and mining claimants who are concerned that
there would be increased vandalism, littering, camping, trespassing, and condemna-
tion for access on private land should wild and scenic river designation take place.
The rivers recommended are those rivers where there is a majodty of public land
within the river corridor. Additionally, the inventoried classification of wild has been
dropped to scenic in response to mining concerns.

If this alternative was chosen as the preferred alternative, Forest Plan standards
and guidelines, land allocations, and or management direction would be changed
through a forest p~an amendment.
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Alternative E: Recommends designating ten rivers.

Ten eligible dyers are recommended for wild. scenic, or recreational rivers for a
total of 81 miles. The rivers recommended are as follows:

N.F.N.F.A.R. South Yuba River (Upper Segment)
Oregon Creek New York Canyon
Humbug Creek N.F.M.F.A.R,- Scenic
Fordyce Creek - Recreation Grouse Creek
Rubicon River New York Ravine

The inventoried classification of scenic has been bowered to recreation on Fordyce
Creek. The classification for the North Fork of the Middle Fork American River has
also been lower from wild to scenic. The emphasis of this alternative is to recommend
several rivers with a wide variety of specific outstandingly remarkable resource
values. This alternative is designed to minimize impacts on the production of wood
and mineral commodities by recommending only those rivers for designation,
which would have a negligible effect on mining or timber operations.

If this alternative was chosen as the preferred alterna’dve, Forest Plan standards
and guidelines, land allocations, and or management direction would be changed
through a forest plan amendment.

Alternative F: Recommends designating fifteen rivers.

Fifteen eligible rivers are rscommanded for wild, scenic, or recreational rivers for a
total of 117 miles. The rivers recommended are listed as follows:

Downie River LJtlte Granite Creek
Empire Creek New York Canyon
New York Ravine N.F.M.F.A.R.
Macklin Creek Grouse Creek
Sarewauger Canyon Fordyce Creek - Shortened Segment
Oregon Creek Rubicon River - Shortened Segment
Big Granite Creek Pauley Creek
N.F.N.F.A.R.

The lower segment of both Fordyce Creek and the Rubicon River have been
shortened to accommodate water level changes in the downstream reservoirs.
The emphasis of this alternative is to recommend a broad range of rivers which
minimize impacts on existing and potential future water projects should designation
take place. Only those rivers where there are no current or proposed water projects
are included.
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If this alternative was chosen as the preferred alternative, Forest Plan standards
and guidelines, land allocations, and or management direction would be changed
through a forest plan amendment.
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Alternative C
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CHAPTER III
ELIGIBILITY AND CLASSIFICATION

The Eligibility Process

"l~s chapter presents the methods and results of the eligibility and olassifJcetion
analyses. Willie included as a separate Chapter, much of the following information
on e~igibility can be found as part of the affected environment described in Chapter
IV. This eligibility information is the driving force for whether a river should be
considered suitable and what contribution it may make to the National System of
Wild and Scenic Rivers.

The purpose of the eligibility study was to determine whether the Tahoe National
Forest (TNF) rivers and their associated corridors meet the standards for possible
addition to the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System. 3-he Wild and Scenic
Rivers Act specifies that in order to be eligible, a river must have two characteristics:
it must be free-flowing; and it must possess one or more outstandingly remarkable
resource values. These resources include, but are not limited to, scenery, fish and
wildlife, vegetation, recreation, geology, hydrology, historic and cultural sites, and
ecology. Among all of the dyer resources, a goal of the inventory process was to
see which of these, if any, were outstanding.

A finding that a river is eligible for designation does not automatically lead to a
recommendation of whether a river should or should not be added to the system.
The eligibility consideration simply determines whether the river should be carded
into the suitability phase of the study. This chapter discusses the free-flowing
character of the eligible rivers, the methods end results of the process used to
identify outstandingly remarkable river values, and the findings for eligibility, including
c~ess~cation for the e~igib~e rivers. River segments found eligible were classified
as either wild, scenic, or recreational. Classification is based on the level of
development present in the river corridor.

Free-flowing Character

]-he Wild and Scenic Rivers Act (Section 15b) defines free-flowing as:

...existing or flowing in natural condition without impoundment, diversion, straighten-
i[~g, Hp-tappthg, or other modification of the waterway. The existence, however, of
low dams, diversion works, and other minor structures...shall not eutomaticslly
bar its consideration for inclusion: Provided, That this shall not be construed to
eutho~ze, intend, or encourage future construction of such structures within
components of the national wild and scenic dyers system.
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The United States Depactment of Agriculture (USDA) and United States Department
of Interior (USDI) Final Revised Guidelines for Eligibility, Clsasifica6on, and
Management of River Areas (47 CFR 39454; September 7, 1982) ~ndicats that a
river segment flowing between impoundments is not necessarily precluded from
designation if it meets eligibility criteria. There are several small improvements
along the eligible rivers including retaining walls, rip rap, a diversion on the Middle
Yuba River, and other minor structures such as bridge abutments. None of these
developments significantly affect the free-flowing characteristics ef the streams.

Thase same guidelines address flow requirements with the following direction:

"There are no specific requirements concerning the length or the flow of an eligible
dyer segment. A river segment is of sufficient length if, when managed as a wild,
scenic, or recreational river area, the outstandingly remarkable values are protected.
Flows are sufficient ff they sustain or complement the outstandingly remarkable
values for which the fiver would be designated."

Interdisciplinary team deliberations focused on the issues of free-flowing. Several
creeks were ~dantified as not eligible because they were not considered free-flowing.
The Middle Yuba River and Lower South Yuba River were discussed in detail
because the flows from the upper drainages are diverted. Of particular concern
was the fact that most of the flows from the upper drainages were diverted into
Nevada Irrigation District (NID) canals. Ninety percent of the normal flows of the
South Yuba River drainage volume is diveded. After extensive discussion the team
determined both rivers free-flowing based on the guidelines in the Federal Register
1982 cited in the previous paragraph.

Resource Analysis Methods

The objective of this analysis was to identify outstandingly remarkable river resources
located within the Tahoe National Forest (TNF). The Wild and Scenic Rivers Act
and federal agency guidelines do not specify how this determination should be
made, only that it should be based on professional judgement.

For this study, outstanding resources were defined as resources that are either
unique or exemplary from a regional or national standpoint. A resource would be
at least regionally significant in order to consider a river eligible for designation.
The west side of the California Sierra Nevada mountains was used as a benchmark
for the study. To be unique, a resource or combination of resources would be
one-of-a-kind. To be exemplary, a resource would be one of the better examples
of that type of resource.
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Each resource specialist systematically reviewed all of the streams on the Forest
and identified those streams that have special resource values. The stream lists
were then reviewed by a team of resource specialists. Resource values targeted
for specific study within the Forest were fisheries, wildlife, botanical, ecological
assemblages, scenic, hydrologic, geologic, cultural, and recreational. Additionally,
a list of rivers with special values was solicited from Ranger District staff and from
river-interest groups.

These resource values were studied in greater detail. Resource values were
organized by local, regional, or national significance, indicators for each resource
were used to make the comparisons between poter~ially eligible rivers and rivers
in the Sierra Nevada region.

The Sierra Nevada region selected for comparative analyses included the Plumas,
Stsnislaas, Tahoe, Eldorado, and Sierra National Forests. All of the eligible and
existing wild and scenic rivers on the western slope of the Sierra Nevada were
considered, In some instances the region of consideration varied based on the
range of the particular resource.

Habitat for threatened/andangered/senaltive wildlife and plant species was analyzed
for known species detections (wildlife) and the presence of suitable habitat (plants).
Heritage resources listed on State or Federal Historic Registers or known to be
unique were assumed to have at least regional significance. A comprehensive
regional comparison of rare plants or vegetation communities was not undertaken
due to lack of regionally consistent data.

River Resources and Classification

The following table, II1-1, summarizes the outstandingly remarkable resource values
identified for the eligible rivers. Full documentation for these findings is provided in
a series of resource evaluation reports located in Appendix D. These include
individual reports by river that define the river resources and summarizes the
remarkable resource values and classification findings.

Ill - 3
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TAHOE NATIONAL FOREST WILD AND SCENIC RIVERS
ELIGIBILI"P( LiST
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Humbug Creek Historic Scenic

Scenic
Hydrologic
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North Yuba River

Eligibility: The North Yuba River is eligible for its fisheries, heritage resources,
vegetation, scenic, and recreation values. The fishery values are of Statewide
significance in terms of fish diversity, quality of habitat, and trophy fishery. The
cuitural values are considered to have high regional significance and probable
national significance for the extent and complexity of the gold mining history and
the existing and potential interpretive opportunities available along the North Yuba
River. The recreation values ere considered to be regionally significant due to the
diversity of river-associated recreation activities. The recreation activities range
from whltewater rafting to day use and overnight camping opportunities as wefi as
the recreation opportunities offered by the local communities and their overnignt
accommodations and eating establishments. The scenic values are identified as
regionally significant due to the dramatic spatial definltJoo of the river canyon, the
lush quality of vegetation, and the diversity of scenic opportunities from the landmark
Sierra Buttes, to the watedalls, rapids, and cultural landscapes of the local towns,
"The vegetation values are considered of regional significance due to the rare nature
of Lewisia (small plant) and the likelihood that they are genetically different than
other Lewiaia populations because of geographic isolation.

Classification: During the eligibi{ity phase of the study, the North Yuba River was
classified as wild, scenic, and recreation. 3-he longest segment, from the Yuba
Pass area to Shenanigan Flat, is classified as recreational due to the level of
development along the corridor including towns, roads, and mining claims. The
segment from Shenanigan Flat to Race Track Point is classified as wild due to the
primitive setting and distinct lack of human development other than a few mining
claims. The final segment from Race Track Point to Wambo Bar is classified as
scenic due to the existence of a penstock at Wambo Bar that is clearly visible
from the river for over a mile of its length.

Lavezzola Creek

Eligibility: Lavezzola Creek is outstanding for its ecological values. The creek
corridor is part of an ecologically significant area of old-growth and old-growth-
dependent species. The overall area, which includes several streams, is approximate-
ly 23,000 acres of natural conditions with extensive stands of old-growth. The
old-growth i~ complex and includes mixed conifer as well as red fir. The vegetation
is divarss due to the existence of several meadows and rocky openings within the
larger area. The vegetation is highly representative of late-seral-stage ecosystem
that is largely intact while also displaying other natural stages of succession. This
area is considered significant for the following reasons: 1. There is a high number
of species, 2. The vegetation is mostly intact, 3. The area of old~rowth is large in
size for the Sierras, 4. There is a very dense population of spotted owls in the
area, and 5. The dendritic pattern of the streams and tributaries contributes to the
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integrity of the watershed system as well as the biological ecosystem. Lavezzola
Creek also has a regionally significant fishery.

Classification: During the eligibility phase of the study, segments of Lavezzola
Creek are classified as both wild and scenic. The portion of the creek from Smith
Creek tributary north is classified as wild due to the primitive setting and distinct
lack of access and development. Below Smith Creek the density of mining claims,
access, and human development result in a scenic classification.

Canyon Creek

Eligibility: Canyon Creek is outstanding for its heritage resources, scenic resources,
and primitive recreation values. The remote canyon contains numerous historic
mining sites. These sites include intact mining equipment, town sites and their
associated structures, and transportation routes. Steep rocky cliffs, deep plunge
pools, dramatic watedalls, and large boulders include some of the scenic values
that extend for many miles. There is very limited access to Canyon Creek, which
allows for primitive recreation opportunities providing solitude from human
development.

Classification: During the eligibility phase of the study, Canyon Creek was classifi~l
as a wild dyer with the exception of about two miles of stream centered around
the Poker Flat area, which has been classified as scenic due to the mining camps,
roads, and associated structures. 3-he remainder of the river was classified wild
due to the lack of roads, human development, lack of evidence of land management
activities, and the overall primitive character. There are some mining claims in the
corridor but their physical presence remains relatively low key.

Downle River

Eligibility: The Downie River is part of an ecclogicelly significant area f~r old-growth
and old-growth-dependent species. The overall area, which includes several streams,
is approximately 23,000 acres of near natural conditions with extensive stands of
old-growth. The old-growth is complex and includes mixed conifer as well as red
fir. The vegetation is diverse due to the existence of several meadows and rocky
openings within the larger area. The vegetation is highly representative late-seral-
stage ecosystem that is largely intact, while also displaying other natural stages of
succession. The area is considered significant for the same reasons documented
under Lavezzola Creek.

Classification: During the eligibility phase of the study, segments of the Downie
River are ¢Jassified as both wild and recreation. The lower half is classified recreational
due to the presence of roads, bridges, cabins, and evidence of management
activities. The upper segment, starting near Dares Ravine, is wild due to the primitive
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setting and lack of access. It is recognized that there are mining claims with motorized
activities, but the access and broader set’dng meet the criteria for wild ¢lsssification.

New York Ravine

Eligibility: The unique aquatic resources in New York Ravine are primarily I~le
aquatic invertebrates which are considered "outstandingly remarkable" due to the
extremely limited distribution of these Federal Category I and II sped~es, The
threatened and endangered status and location of orgy one population Jn one
stream gives it a high level of significance equivalent to national importance, in
addition to the invertebrate populations, there are populations ofLewisla cantelowii
and Pacific Yew, which is unique to the North Yuba drainage.

Classification: During the eligibility phase of the study, New York Ravine was
classified recreation due to the presence of roads, logging activities, and private
residences.

Pauley Creek

Eligibility: Pauley Creek is eligible for its ecological and cultural values, The
ecological values identified for Pauley Creek are part of an ecologically significant
area for old-growth and old-growth-dependent species. The overall area, which
includes several streams, is approximately 23,000 acres of near-naturel conditions
with extensive stands of old-growth. ]-he old-growth is complex and includes m~xed
conifer as well as red fir. 3-here is also vegetation is diverse due to the existence
of several meadows and rocky openings within the larger area. Pauley Creek
provides some of the most extensive meadow areas in this whole complex. The
vegetation is highly representative of a late seral stage ecosystem that is largely
intact while also displaying other natural stage of succession. This area is considered
significant as documented earlier under Lavezzola Creek.

The cultural values ident~ed are considered to be of national significance due to
the high concentra’don of petroglyphs and the interface of three distinct Native
American cuifurel groups. Additional prehistoric sites continue along the rest of
the stream.

Classification: During the e~igibility phase of the study Pauley Creek, was classified
as scenic. The Creek was classified scenic due to a combination of motorized trail
access, four-wheel-drive access and mining activities.

Empire Creek

Eligibility: Empire Creek is eligible for its ecological values, Empire Creek is part
of an ecologically significant area for old-grewth and old-growth-dependent species.
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"i~e overall area, which includes several streams, is approximately 23,000 acres of
near-natural conditions with extensive stands of old-growth. The old-growth is
complex and includes mixed conifer as well as red fir. The veget~ion is diverse
due to the existence of several meadows and rocky openings with the larger area.
The vegetation is highly representative of a lata-esral-stage ecoysystem that is
largely intact while also displaying other natural stages of succession. Tibia area is
considered significant for the same reasons documented earlier under Lavezzola
Creek and Paulsy Creek.

Classification: During the eligibility phase of the study, segments of Empire Creek
are classified as both wild and scenic. The upper reaches of the creek is wild due
to the absence of development and access, It is recognized that mining claims
exist within the wild segment, but the extent of these activities (including motorized
dredging) are not predominant enough to change the classification, The lower
segment of the creek is classified as scenic due to the road paralleling the creek
and the extent of mining claims as well as private land development.

Oregon Creek

Eligibility: Oregon Creek is eligible for its heritage values associated to the Covered
bridge and the Hsnnsss Pass road. The bridge is currently listed on the National
Register of Historic P~aces and is tied to the early transpodation history of the
Hennees Pass road. The Hsnness Pass road was recently determined to be eligible
for listing on the National Register of Historic Places,

Clseslltcetloe: During the eligibility phase of the study, Oregon Creek was classified
as recreation due to the number of roads and development within the corridor.

Macklin Creek

Eligibility: Macklin Creek is outstanding for its Lahontan cutthroat trout, federally
listed as threatened. This creek is the key contributo~ to the stocking and restocking
program that suppods the State Lahontan cutthroat trout recovery program. This
specific stream maintains a pure genetic strain of Lahontan cutthroat trout that is
being used for restocking programs.

Classification: During the eligibility phase of the study, Mecklin Creek was c]essified
as a scenic river due to the presence of roads in the upper reaches of the corridor.
The lower segment that drops into the Middle Yuba River is about one mile long
and is classified as wild due to the lack of roads, no evidence of logging or
management activities, and an overall primitive setting.
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Middle Yuba River

Eligibility: The Middle Yuba River is eligible for the overall scenic qualities of the
river canyon. The box canyons ~n the upper reaches are identified as special scenic
features for the river. The lower segment of the river has historic values associated
with the Oregon Creek covered bridge and the Hanness Pass road. The bridge
itself is on the National Register of Historic Places and the Henness Pass road is
considered a very significant historic tie to supplying goods to the mining
communities along the North Yuba R~ver and beyond.

Classification: During the eligibility phase of the study, segments of the Middle
Yuba River are classified as both wild and scenic. The majority of the river is classified
as wild due to the primitive setting and lack of accessibility. The portions of the
river with crossings, logging, and mining camps have been c~assified as scenic
due to the extent of accessibility and development.

East Fork Creek

Eligibility; East Fork Creek is outstanding for its geologic feature. There is a
regionally significant waterfall at the head of the creek. The waterfall is a textbook
example of waterfall "headcutting" by undercutting the sorer base materials. The
ability to see several layers of geologic processes in a natural erosion feature is
also seen as outstanding and has high public interpretation potential_ The quality,
size, and quantity of fish are considered to be of high value. After followup regional
comparisons, it was determined that the fishery values, while quite high, are not
outstandingly remarkable.

Classification: During the eligibility phase of the study, segments of East Fork
Creek are classified as both wild and scenic. The majority of the corridor is classified
as scenic due to a timber collector road, bridge, and secondary timber access
roads. The lower segment of the creek is primitive with no developed access; this
portion has been classified as wild.

Upper South Yube River

Eligibility: The recreation and cultural resources are considered to be outstandingly
remarkable due to the high numbers of people using the area in conjunction with
the nationally important Overland Emigrant Trail and the tremendous interpretive
opportunities presently available, Additionally, the old Lincoln Highway and the
~ntercantinanta~ Railroad provided additional historic significance and opportuhities
for interpretation. These values are the basis of the eligibility.
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Classification: During the eligibility phase of the study, segments of the river are
classified as both recreational and scenic. The segment of river that begins at the
Peter Grubb Hut on Castle Peak and ends at the co~luance with the South Yube
River was classified as scenic due to the semi-primitive setting with minimal reading
and human development. The remainder of the river down to Spaulding Reservoir
has been classified as recreation due to the dam structure, accessibility, reading,
and past timber sale activities.

Lower South Yuba River

Eligibility: The Lower South Yuba River was found eligible because of the scenic,
rearemienal, and cultural values. The recreation use consists of a wide variety of
astivities, mostly associated with water-oriented day use or appreciation of the
historic values. Day use levels are high and users are from local, regional, and
out-of-state locations. ]]~e South Yuba trail is a National Recreation Trail, and the
Independence Trail is an unique universal-access trail of regional and state
significance. The scenic values are of particular note because of the wide variety
of high-quality features over the 39-mile length of the river. Large sculptural smooth
boulders and bedrock are one of the major attractions both for scenic and recreation
values. Other water features, such as pools and falls along with steep canyon
walls, are the other scenic values. The cultural values are dispersed along the
entire length of the river and feature gold-rush-era histow. Of particular note is the
Bridgeport Covered Bridge (1862), which is on the National Register of Historis
Places. it is designated as a California State Historic Landmark (#390), as well as
being listed as a Registered Civil Engineering Landmark (ASCE). The bridge is
the longest single span-wooden bridge in the West. For a time, all freight shipped
to Virginia City (Comstock silver rush) was transported across this bridge. Other
eligible lists to the National Register of Historic Places are: Virginia Turnpike
(1853-1901), Bridgeport Towssite (1849-1940’s), Excelsior Mining Ditch (1855-1961),
Miner’s Tunnel (circa 1872), Purdon Crossing Bridge (1895), Edwards Crossing
Bridge (1904), and Highway 49 Bridge No. 17-07 (1921). In addition, further upstream
from Bridgeport, there are several early gold mining sites with high-potential historic
value because the sites are not destroyed by subsequent mining activities. The
town of Washington is an historic town developed during the gold rush.

Classification: During the eligibility phase of the study, segments of the lower
South Yuba River are classified as wild, scenic, and recreational. The segment
from Jordan Creek confluence to 0.3 mile below Langs Crossing is classified
recreation because of roads, a canal, and a bridge in the corridor. The next segment
starts below Langs Crossing and ends approximately one haft mile downstream
from Fall Creek and is classified as wild due to the unroaded and primitive character
of the corridor. The next segment continues down past the town of Washington to
Jefferson Creek and is classified recreation due to roads, logging, housing, and
various forms of human development. The last segment continues from Jefferson
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Creek to Bridgeport and is classified scenic due to a combination of roads and
past logging activities within the quarter-mile corridor.

Fordyce Creek

Eligibility: Fordyce Creek is outstanding for its recreational values. The Fordyce
Jsep Trail and it’s associated event, the Sierra Trek, is one of a handful of n~tionally
known OHV events. The four-wheel-drive track pr~vidas unique challenges and
attract participants from around the country. At the came time Fordyce Creek and
the canyon provide a very scenic and rugged backdrop for the four-wheel-drive
activities.

Classification: During the e~igibility phase of the study, Fordyca Creek was classif~ed
as scenic due to the presence of a four-wheel-drive jasp trail and some low-intensity
logging activities.

Humbug Creek

Eligibility: Humbug Creek is eligible for its recreational and historical values
associated with Ma~akoff Diggings State Historical Park. The values are claady of
National Significance due to the unique engineering techniques of the mining and
the historical context of the 1884 Sawyer Decision. The recreational values tie to
the interpretation and recreation opportunities in the park and along Humbug
Creek down to the South Yuba River.

Classification: During the eligibility phase of the study, segments of Humbug
Creek are initiatiy classified as both wild and scenic. URimalely, R was determined
that the segment was too short and inconsistent with the BLM classification of
scenic for the South Yuba River just a shor~ distance below. The result is that the
entire stream ~ c~assified scenic duo to occasional roads, some buildings, and
other management activities.

Big Granite Creek

EIIgibiitty: Big Granite Creek is outstanding for its scenic quality and primitive
recreation values. The canyon has excellent spatial definition (dramatic canyon
wails) with large rock outcrops, waterfalls, and plunge pools similar in character to
the North Fork American River. The recreation opportunities for primitive experiences
are of excellent quality and provide rea~ oppoctanities for solitude.
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Classification: During the eligibil~ phase of the study, Big Granite Creek was
classified as a wild river. The river corridor is primitive with no devalopmant or

Lfitls Granite Creek

Eligibility: Little Granite Creek is eligible for its vegetation and recreation values.
The Sugar Pine Research Natural Area is considered to be a benchmark sugar
pine resource for the Sierra Nevada. The recreation opportunities along the Cherry
Point trail, and access to the North Fork American Wild River, are also considered
significant recreation opportunities.

Clarification: During the eligibility phase of the study, UttLS Granite Creek was
classified as wild due to the primitive setting and the distinct lack of developed
access. Classification was revisited after the eligibility phase and, due to logging
and road development on private land, the river was classified as scenic.

North Fork of the North Fork American River

Eligibility: The North Fork of the North Fork American River is eligible for its classic
hydrological characteristics of an "A" channel with scoured rocks, high waterfalls,
and deep plunge pools for the entire reach of the stream. These hydrologic values
are considered outstandingly remarkable.

Claaslflcation: During the eligibility phase of the study, the entire reach of the
Norfh Fork of the North Fork American River up to the confluence with the East
Fork of the North Fork was classified as wild due to the lack of roads and modern
human development. A few mining claims introduce some human development,
but the over all effect is low key and consistent with the wild classification.

New York Canyon

Eligibility: New York Canyon is considered eligible for the dramatic high wuterfall.
The height (over 600 feet) and the sheer drop of the cliffs give this waterfall enough
uniqueness to be considered regionally significant. The outstandingly remarkable
values include scenic, geologic, and hydrologic valcas.

Classification: During the eligibility study, New York Canyon was classified as
wild due to its primitive setting and the lack of any human development.
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Grouse Creek

Eligibility: The scenic values for Grouse Creek are considered "outstandingly
remarkabis" because of the dramatic height of the cascading falls and the dramatic
canyon seen below the overlook deck. "Fee falls is one of the highest cascading
falls in the State and therefore is seen to have regional significance.

Classification: During the eligibility phase of the study, Grouse Creek was classified
as wild due to the lack of roads, no evidence of development or management
activities, and an overall primitive setting in very rugged terrain.

North Fork of the Middle Fork American River

Eligibility: The North Fork of the Middle Fork American River is eligible for its
recreation end scenic values. These values are considered "outstandingly remark-
able" due to the high-quality scenic viewing opportunities coupled with the
semi-primitive recreation values. The rugged access for both rnotofLzed use and
foot traffic provide high-quality opportunities for solitude and outdoor challenges.
The Western States Trail adds an additional unique recreation element for endurance
runners and horseback riding that is recognized nationally. The stream is botanically
"outstandingly remarkable" because of known occurrences of Lewisia cantelowii
and Lewisia serrate, which are Iocatsd in only e few places and are tare or
endangered. Lewisia serrate has only eight known population icce~ions with four
on the NF of the Middle Fork American River.

Classification; During the eligibility phase of the study, segments of the North
Fork of the Middis Fork Amedcan River are classified as both wild and scenic.
The wild segment flows from Screwauger Canyon to about 1/4 mile above the
Mosquito Ridge Road bridge. The wild classiflca~icn is due to the lack of roads,
evidence of management activities such as logging, and the overall primitive setting
of the canyon. There is one four-wheel-drive road into the canyon down to the
stream, but it does not folicw the stream for any significant distance. The ~cerlic
portion picks up at the bridge and flows to a point approximately 3/4 of a mile
upstream from the Middle Fork American River. This point coincides with the official
inundation line for the proposed Auburn Dam previously authorized by Congress.
The scenic classification recognizes that there are mining claims and mining a~tivifias
along this segment of stream as well as a major bridge for the Mosquito Ridge
Road.

Serewauger Canyon

Eligibility: Screwauger Canyon was found eligible for its remote primitive recreation
values. Essentially, this part of Screwauger Canyon continues the primitive recreation

I --01 1 444
1-011444



values identified on the North Fork of the Middle Fork American River. This segment
continues to provide opportunities for solitude and primitive recreation opportunities.

Clsasifioatlon: During the eligibility phase of the study, Screwauger Canyon was
classified as scenic due to previous logging activities and the existence of roads
on the upper car,’on wel~s, but ati~ within the 1/2 mile corridor. Even with the
logging activities, the overall impression from the river is still relatively primitive,
with little human development. There are a few unobtrusive mining claims along
the creek.

Rubicon River

Eligibility: The unique gravel deposition snd its ass~iated vegetation and braided
channel are considered to be outstandingly remsrksble and merit eligibility. The
feature is considered a unique hydrofog~al and geo~gk:al feature rare~y found in
a high mountain stream environment.

Cless]flcetlon: During the eligibility phase of the study, segments of the Rubicon
River are classified as both wild and scenic. The middle segment, which includes
most of the river, is classified as wild due to the primitive setting, lack of access,
and no evidence of logging activities. The lower segment, starting just above Hell
Hole reser~olr and continuing up river about 1 1/2 miles, is classified as scenic
due to extensive past helicopter logging. The upper segment at the wilderness
boundary down river about 1 1/2 miles is also classified as scenic due to motorized
access on gravel and dirt four-wheel-drive roads.
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Rivers Found Ineligible

Butcher Ranch Creek
Fiddle Creek
Goodyeers Creek
Hayprass Creek
Humbug Creek
Little Humbug Creek
I~an Creek
Jim Crow Creek
i~.naka Creek
Ladies Canyon
Lincon Creek
Uttle Canyon Creek
Milton Creek
Negro Creek
Secret Canyon
Woodruff Creek
Duncan Creek
El Dorado Canyon
Picayune Creek
Sailor Creek
Tadpele Creek
Big Valley
Bloody Run Creek
Deer Creek
East Fork of the North Fork of the North Fork Amarican River
Fall Creek - not free-flowing
Monumental Creek
North Creek
Poorman Creek
Rucker Creek - not free-f~wJng
Steephollow Creek
Texas Creek
Trap Creek
Wildcat Creek
Spencer Creek
Berrey Creek
Smithneck Creek
Greyhorse
Duncan Creek
Middle Fork American River (between Ox Row Reservoir and French Meadows
Reservoir)
Middle Fork American River (above French Meadows Reservoir)
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CHAPTER IV
THE AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

Introduction

This chapter describes the character and resources of the eligible wild and scenic
river corridors (the rivers plus quarter mile of land area extending out from each
side of the river). Tiqe current conditions, as well as any existing trends, are generally
described to acquaint people with the corridors and provide a basis from which
to assess the consequences of the various management alternatives to be presented
in Chapter V. This chapter Js organized into two major sections. The first section
provides broad general overviews of various resources common to all or most of
the rivers. The second section describes the existing situation and conditions for
each river within a large drainage context. More detailed descriptions of the individuaJ
dyers ere located in Appendix D.

Location

TI~a twenty-two eligible rivers for wild and scenic river s~atus are located in the
Yuba and American River drainages. These drainages are located within the Tahoe
National Forest (TNF) in the westside of the north-central Sierra Nevada mountains
in the State of California and are located within Sierra, E~ Dorado, Placer, Plumes,
Nevada, and Yuba Counties (sea vicinity map). The rivers studied total 298 miles
of perennial strsams. The location of the study dyers are shown on the map on
Page S-2.

Climate

Elevations in the upper drainages typically range from 6,000 to 9,000 feet in the
Siena on the eastern and of the study area, to 1,200 feet in the western end of
the study area. The upper elevation climate is characterized by long, cold winters
and by shod, moderate-to-warm summers. Precipitation follows a seasonal pattern,
primarily occurring from late October through early May. Winter precipitation at
about 5,000 feet is normally in the form of snow. The spring runoff season lasts
longer than is normal for drainages at lower elevations, extending into July, as the
snow pack at the highest elevations melts late in the season. The lower elevation
climate is characterized by warm, dry summers alternating with cool, wet winters.
Overall precipitation in the study area is moderate although this area has experienced
extended drought periods during the past ten years.
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Landforms

Many of the higher slopes and peaks along the Sierra crest have been glaciated,
exposing the hard underlying rock materiels with glacial moraines formed along
the adjacent slopes end valleys. These landforms are observed in the upper and
of the Yuba and Amedeen River drainages. The majority of the study area tiife to
the west, exJqibiting needy uniform fiat ridges which have been dissected by westerly
flowing rivers.

Soils

The study rivers are located in deep canyons separated by nearly level sloping,
broad ridgetops. Soils on the steep canyon sideslopas have developed mainly
from metesedimentary and ultrabasic bedrock; soils on the ridgstops have
developed primarily fi’om andesitic tuff breccia mudflowa of the Meherten Formation.
Soils in the vicinity of New Bullards Bar Reservoir has developed mainly from
granitic bedrock. Soils along these river corridors are considered to be some of
the most prccluctJve in the Forest. Soils located in the upper reaches of the Amedcan
and Yuba River drainages (above 5,500 feet) along the crest of the Sierra have
developed from volcanic, metaeedimentary, and granitic rocks, and from glacial-
alluvial deposits. Steep slopes and shallow, rock~ so~ls limit productivity in these
upper canyons.

The majority of the study rivers are located within the historic Northern Mines gold
mining region (Downievi~le to P~acarvi~e). Commercial go~d production along the
dyer banks has declined since World War I1. The increase in the price of gold
during the past several years has created e second gold rush of both mining for
recreation and speculation in gold mining properties. The need to provide plans
of operations for the mining activities has increased over the pest 20 yeer~. Mining,
particularly gold mining is an important activity on many rivers in th~s study. "lt~oss
rivers within the Northern Mines District ere literally covered with mining claims
numbering in the thousands. In many cases mining claims overlap mining ¢Jalms.
The Tahoe National Forest has the highest number and concentration of mining
claims of any Forest in California. The claims may or may not be active so the
tota~ number of claims is not as significant as the amount of mining activity on the
ground. In regards to activity all the rivers on the North Yuba Drainage have high
levels of activity. The Middle Yuba and South Yuba River drainages have high to
moderate levels of activity with a few tributaries having little activity. The American
River drainages have moderate to low activity levels with a few remote tributaries
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with no activity. Another measure of the importance of mining is the number of
jobs which is covered under the economic end social environment section.

Other important minerals suc~ as chromite, barite, silver, iron, copper, sand, and
gravel are not currently mined within the river corridors.

Water Supply and Flood Protection

Water storage, diversion, and delivery are key components to the success of
supplying water to Californians. The population centers are not located near the
water sources and rely on storage and delivery systems, Environmental concerns,
especially in the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta, require storage and scheduling
of flows to maintain suitable habitat for several threatened and endangered species.

Currently there are water contracts for 6.5 million acre feet of water for delivery to
agricultural and municipal entities south of Tracy. 3~e Central Valley Project
Improvement Act, passed in 1992 to provide protection for delta species, requires
800,000 acre feet be dedicated to habitat enhancement in the delta. The river
systems, which include the segments under consideration, provide up to 50 percent
of the tributes’ flow to the Sacramento River. What is unknown is what impact
delta flow requirements may have on feothill water agencies. There is always the
potential that foothill water agencies may be required to supply more w~er dudng
certain periods of the year to augment flows in the delta. Since tfming of flows is a
key factor in California where dry summers prevail, additional releases may tax the
existing storage capacity of foothill and Sierra reservoirs, it also may affect the
amount and price of water available to local customers.

There ~ a history of flooding in the Yuba City/Marysville area which is located just
north of confluence of the Yuba and Feather rivers. An extensive series of flood
levees have been built along the Feather River to protect the towns of Marysville,
Yuba City, and Linda. An Army Corps of Engineers study in 1990 found that the
present levee system only provides a 68 year level of flood protection rather than
the 200 year level desired by the towns. (A 200 year flood event means a ltow of
a certain magnitude has only a one half of one percent chance of occurring in
any year). The last major flood episode was in Februa~ 1986 and was estimated
to be only a 30 year event. (That is, the chance of a flow of this magnitude occurring
in a given year is about three percent). During this flood the levee protecting Linda
failed and extensive flood damage occurred. The 1986 flood inundated 7,000
acres, damaged 3,000 homes and resulted in the temporary evacuation of nearly
24,000 peopte. All five counties that the twenty-two dvers flow through discourage
building within the 100 year flood plain with zoning set-bank restrictions.
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The Yuba and American Rivers and their tributaries provide water, flood proteGf~lon,
and power production to foothill communities extending from Marysvilla to Auburn
with a population exceeding 200,000 individuals. The water supply ~’qd flood
protec’don for the City of Sacramento and other Central Valley commun~es is also
connected to the rivars in the study. As shown in Appendix E, the Yuba and American
river drainages are extensively controlled by dams and diversions,

The Middle and North Yuba Rivers provide water supplies to the Yuba County
Water Agency (YCWA) through the New Bullards Bar Reservoir in conjunction with
the Army Corps of Engineers’ Englebdght Reservoir on the main stem of the Yuba,
The Yuba County Water District holds water rights on Canyon Creek in anticipation
of construction of s reservoir to divert water north to supply water to the northern
third of Yuba County. The Middle and South Yuba and the North Fork of the North
F~’k American River i~ovide water supplie~ and power production through the
Nevada Irriga~on District’s (NID) YubajBear Project and Pacific Gas and Electrio’s
(PG&E) Drum/Spaulding Project. Pisser County Water Agency (POWA} also uses
water from these projects as well as supplies from the Middle Fo~k American and
Rubicon Rivers.

Due to the history of extensive flooding in the Msrysville/h’uba City area as well as
the projected population increases, the YCWA has developed a plan to construct
several reservoirs in the Yuba drainage. As shown in Appendix E, a reservoir is
planned at Wambo Bar on the North Yuba just upstream of New Bullards Bar
Reservoir. Other reservoir~ are planned at Edwards Crossing on the South Yuba,
Freemaas Crossing on the Middle Yuba and at Parks Bar on the Main Yuba below
Englebright Reservoir. As noted previously, the Yuba County Water District also
has plans to build a dam on Canyon Creek. PG&E and PCWA have developed
plans to raise the existing spillways at Spaulding and Hell Hole reservoirs. All of
these projects are still in the study phase and ~t L~ unknown at this time whether
the projects will be built. However, the agencies do hold water rights sufficient to
build the dams if they decide to construct any of the proposed dams.

Over the past 30 years, especially in the late 1970’s into the 19B0’s, there has
been an increasing trend in small hydroelectric proposals within the five s~udy
drainages. The major~ of the small hydroelectric proposals have met with strong
local opposition. Currently, there are no proposals being considered for small
hydrcalecthc development within the five drainages.

Streamflow and Diversions

The North Yuba and all of its tributaries are free flowing until New Bu]lards Bar
Reservoir. New Bullards Bar Reservoir is operated by YCWA and provides flood
protection, power production and irrigation supplies for southern Yuba County.
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New Bullards Bar Resen~oir has flood control storage of 170,000 acre feet (one
acre foot of water would cover a football field one foot deep) and provides 367,000
acre feet of water annually for irrigation and municipal supply. Power production
averages 1,2 billion kilowatt-hours. If all of the proposed dams were constructed,
an additional 320,000 magewatt-hours of electricity and an addifionai 230,000 acre
fen of flood control storage could be provided,

T~e Middle Yuba is dammed near its headwaters by Jackson Meadows and Milton
reservoirs which are part of NID’s YubeJBear project. Water is diverted from Milton
via the Milton-Bowman diversion to Bowman Lake on Canyon Creek (not the Canyon
Creek being considered for designaflon). Summer flows in the Middle Yuba below
Milton are regulated under a Federal Energy Regulatory Commission license so
that a minimum of three cubic feet per second (cfs) is released into the river to
maintain the fisheries. Three cfs is equivalent to 1350 gallons per minute or would
fill a stream channel six feat wide about 6 inches deep.

Further downstream, the flow in the Middle Yuba is transferred by PCWA at Our
House into Oregon Creek via the Lehman diversion. This diverted water plus flows
from Oregon Creek is further transferred via the Camptonville Tunnel into New
Butlards Bar Reservoir. Summer flows in the Middle Yaba below the Our House
diversion must be maintained at a minimum of 30 cfs or ten times the flows released
from Milton. This amount of water would fill a stream channel 30 feet wide about 1
foot deep. The flow in the Middle Yuba at the Highway 49 bridge averages 30 to
35 cfs in the summer for comparison.
]]qe South Yuba is the major beneficiary of most of the wster diversions. There
are several small reservoirs used for summer incidental storage in the headwaters
of the South Yuba near Donner Summit but the primary storage facility is Spaulding
Reservoir, Spaulding eventually receives the water diverted by NID from the Middle
Yuba into Bowman Raservoir plus water from a myriad of small streams tributary
to Canyon Creek and Fordyce Creek. Water is also diverted into the South Yube
below Spaulding from Lake Valley Reservoir which is on the North Fork of the
North Fork American River. Releases from Spaulding to maintain flows for fish in
the South Yuba are required to be maintained between 3 and 5 ofs depending on
the amount of water diverted from downstream tributaries such as Canyon Creek,
]]’~e water supplies from the Yuba/Bear and DrunVSpaulding projects provide
municipal and irrigation water supplies to over 100,000 people and produces
approximately 80 percent of the entire hydroelectric power generated by the Drum
Spaulding Project, approximately 900 million kilowatt-hours of electrical production.

The North Fork of the North Fork Amedcan River (NFNFAR) is the only other
proposed stream that is presently dammed within the Tahoe NF. The section of
the Rubicon River proposed for designation is above the influence of the dam
forming Hell Hole Reservoir, even if the spillway at Hell Hale is raised. There are
also smatl dams on the Rubicon River above the segments being considered in
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this study on the EIdorado NF. As mentioned above, the NFNFAR is dammed
near its headwaters to form Lake Valley Reservoir which is part of PG&E’s
Drum/Spaulding project. Water is transferred to the South Yuba to augment flows
for power production. PG&E Js required to release 5 cfs from Lake Valley Reservoir
into the NFNFAR to provide for fisheries.

As mentioned above, PG&E and PCWA have current studies recommending
increasing the spillway heights at Spaulding on the South Yuba and Hell Hole
reservoir on the Rubicon. As noted in the Water Supply and Flood Protection
section, the foothills area is rapidly growing and the various water agencies predict
that there wil( be a need for expanded facilities in the future to meet the need of
growing populations.

A water diversion map depicting these tunnels and Reservoirs can be found in
Appendix E The remainder of the rivers are located upstream of dams and either
flow into other rivers or reservoirs. None of these streams continue free flowing to
the Pacific Ocean.

Water Quality

Water quality protection in California has been detegated by the federal Environmec-
tel Protection Agency IEPA) to the State. The State enforces the tenets of the
Clean Water Act under a Califomia law, the Porter-Coiogne Water Qualfly Control
Act. This act defines water quality objectives as the "limits or levels of water qual~
constituents or characteristics which are established for the reasonable protection
of beneficial uses of water or the prevention of nuisance" within a specific area.

The twenty-two rivers considered in this analysis are a~ W~thin the Saoramanto
River Basin (SA) administered by the Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control
Board. Beneficial uses and water quality objectives for these rivers are designated
in the ’Water Quality Control Plan" or "Basin Plan" (March, 1989). Designated
beneficial uses for the North Fork American River and its tributaries above Folsom
Reservoir include: municipal and domestic water supply, irrigation, contact and
non-contact recreational use, cold-water fishedas migration and spawning habitat,
and wildlife habitat. Beneficial uses identified for the Middle Fork American River
and its tributaries above Folsom Reservoir and for the entire Yuba River system
above Engtsbright Reservoir are the same as for the North Fork American River
plus stock watering and hydroelectric power supply. All of these uses currently
exist to some degree as identified in the river descriptions in the Affected Environment
section of this document.
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Wildlife

The federal agencies, in cooperation with the California State Department of Fish
and Game (CDF&G), manage the fish and wildlife resources and habitats within
the study area. Almost all of the river corridors are open to hunting and fishing.
Most of the streams are stocked annually with a variety of rainbow trout:, brown
trout, and brook trout, inventoried wildlife and fish species are discussed under
the affected environment drainage discussions and in Appendix D under individual
river descriptions.

Botanical Resources

The proposed project area does not contain known occurrences or potential habitat
for federally threatened, endangered, or proposed plants. Tl~e proposed project
area contains potential habitat for the sensitive plant sbec~as: Arabia constancei
(Contance’s rockcress), Calochortus clavatus var. avius (Pleasant Valley tulip),
Erigeron miser (Starved daisy), Eriogonum umbe/latum var. torrayanum (Torrey’s
suffur buckwheat), Ffitiller/a easIwoodiae (Butte f~itillaria~, Law,sis cantelowii
0Net-cliff Lewlsia), Lewisia serrate (Saw-toothed Lewisia), Penatemon petscnatus
(Closed-lip ponstemon}, Phace/ia stebbinsfi (Stebbin’s phaceiia), Scheuchzeria
palustria vat. americana IAmerican Scheuchzeria), and Vaccinium coccinium
(Scarlet huckleberry). Field surveys have not been completed. For purposes of
this study, it was assumed that the sensitive plant species was present if potential
habitat was identified. There are known occurrences of Lewisia cante/owii and
Phacefis stebbinsfi within the study area.

The study area also has potential for certain species of plants and plant communities
that may become increasingly rare (Forest Service watch-list). These plants and
communities are in addition to threatened, endangered, proposed, and sensitive
plant species. Surveys for the watch-list plants were not conducted. It is assumed
that those wateh-itat plants identified as having potential habitat exist within the
proposed project area. The following watch-list plants and communities were
identified as having potential habitat within the proposed project area: Allium
sanbomii vat. congdonii and Alfium sanbornfi var. aanbomfi (Sanborn’s Onion),
Taxus brevifotie (California yew), Torreya califemica (California nutmeg), Darlingtonia
ca/ifomica (Pitcher plant), Drasera rotundifelie (Round-leaved sundew), Drosera
anglica (English sundew), Cypripedium faaiculatum (Lady-slipper orchid), Cypripedi-
um montanum (Mr. lady-slipper orchid), Viola tomenfesa (~Vooley violet), Silene
invisa (Hidden-petal campion), bogs, fens, and vernal pools. There are known
occurrences of Taxus brevifofia, Viola tomentosa, and Si/ene invisa within the
study COlTidor8.
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Ecological Resources

Rivers and streams accentuate the interaction bstwean aquatic and surrounding
terrestrial ecosystems. These streams and rivers provide avenues of transfer (laterally
and downstream) of water, nutrients, sediment, particulate organic matter, and
organisms. They are important routes for the disperse/of plants and animals both
up and down stream and provide corridors for migratory species (Gregory, Swanson,
McKes, Cummins, 1991 ). Various plant communities (and the plants and animals
that live in them) occur along the river corridors are becoming increasingly rare.
The following lists these communities.

Vernal pools; Vernal pools are genarally small, poorly drained depressions in
relatively fiat areas. California vernal pools are well known for their unique flora. It
is widely recognized that vernal pools ere among the most threatened weitand
ecosystems in the State (Stone, 19g0). There are no known vernal pools along
the study corridors. There are potential vernal pools aloog East Fork Creek, Masklin
Creek, and Fordyce Creek.

Riparian areas: Riparian areas function in providing fish and wi/dlJfe habitat, erosion
control, forage, late-season streamitow, and water quality, It is estimated that most
states have experienced dramatic reductions in riparian habitat. Loss of dpadan
habitat over the past century has been wholesale. Johnson (1978) suggested that
perhaps only 10 percent of the original ripadan habitat of the United States remains
today, and further estimated that about 6 percent of this amount continues to be
lost annually. Another source (Janson, Torn, Harte, 1990) estimates that neady 90
percent of the interior wetlands and central valley riparian forests of California
have been destroyed, and nearly all the aquatic habitats in the State have been
altered or degraded. There are known riparian areas (of varying size) along all of
the drainages within the proposed project area.

Old-growth areas: Important biological values of old-growth include habitat for a
variety of animal and plant species, biodivarsity and pools of genetic resources,
and long-term biological records of climate (Kaufmann. Moir, and Covington).
The amount of old-growth forest that currently exists on the TNF and across the
world is unknown. The amount of old-growth that exists today is substantially tess
than what existed in the past, The importance of these communities centered on
watercourses was pointed out in the TNF recommendations for fish and {ate-saral
stage wildlife (Chapel, etal., 1992). O{der forests along rivers and streams provide
recruitment of large, woody debris (LWD) to stream environments. LWD provides
nutrients, shapes the stream channel, traps sediments, creates structural complexity
and rearing habitat for fish, etc. (Chapel, ~ all, 1991). Them am known old-growth
communities (of various sizes and shapes) along Cany~ Creek, Downie Creek,
Empire Creek, Lavezzola Creek, Pauley Creek, North Yuba River, East Fork Creek,
Oregon Creek, Middle Yuba River, Humbug Creek, Fordyce Creek, South Yuba
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River (upper and lower), North Fork North Fork Amedcan River, Big Granite Creek,
Little Granite Creek, New York Canyon, North Fork Middle Fork Amedcan River,
Grouse Creek, Screwauger Canyon, and the Rubicon River.

The Canyon Creek, Downie River, Pauley Creek, Lavezzoia Creek, and Empire
Creek corridors and surrounding ddges contain some large blocks of old-growth
forest. The old-growth ecosystem surrounding the Empire. Downie, Lavezzola,
and Pauiey drainages in the North Yuba River system includes several unique
plants and animals. This area provides the highest density of California spotted
owls on the TNF, and has unique plant communities such as high meadows, pacific
yew, sundew, and other wetlands. There are reported sightings of peregrine falcons,
bald eagles, goshawks, and wolverine. Other species observed include golden
eagle, pileated woodpecker, and numerous neotmpical songbirds that are
associated with older forests. Pacific fisher have not been confirmed, but the roadless
character of this area associated with large blocks of old forest make it highly
likely that fisher occur in the area. Other old-forest-dependent furbearers likely to
be present in the area include the Sierra Nevada red fox and marten. Marten have
been seen in the higher elevation meadows associated with Pauley and Lavezzola
Creeks.

There are no other large, unroaded, ecosystems in the general region (Plumes,
Eldoredo, Laseen, and Tahoe National Forests) that provide the same dendritic
stream pattern as the old-growth ecosystem surrounding the Empire, Downie,
Lavezzola, end Pauley drainages in the North Yuba River system.

Fens: Fens a~e unique ecosystems/plant communities with distinguishing character-
istics. They are scattered in the Sierra Nevada in cold, permanently waterlogged
soils. Subsurface hydrology is extremely important in their formation and continua-
tion. Fens affect the water chemistry and sediment yield of associated streams
and are very sensitive to disturbance (Erman and Erman, 1975). Fens occur
throughout the North American and European continents. California fens do not
resemble fens that occur in the more eastern states (Thorne, 1976). There are no
known fens within the study corridors, l~ere is potential for fens within the study
corridors along all of the s~reams being analyzed.

Meadows: Meadows comprise only 10 percent of the land area of the Sierra Nevada
of California. These plant communities provide important habitants for specific plants
and wildlife. There are meadows (of various sizes and shapes) within the study
corridors along Pauley Creek, Lavezzola Creek, North Yuba River, Oregon Creek,
Middle Yuba River, Little Granite Creek, East Fork Creek, Macklin Creek, and the
Rubicon River. T~ere is potential for this plant community to exist within all of the
study corridors.
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Threatened, Endangered, and Sensitive Species
This section identifies species of animals that are currently listed on the federa~
endangered or threatened list; species that are on a list of sensitive species
maintained by either the Forest Service or the state; or species ~sted as berg of
Special Interest by the State. Category t indicates species where there is sufficient
information for the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (F&WS) to make a determination
whether to include the species on the federal list. Category 2 are those species
where there is insufficient information to make a determination for I~sting. A few of
these species could be potentially affected by river designation, which shouk~ be
primarily beneficial. However, most species would not have habitat directly affected
by the action of designation. The following table illustrates the three species listing
categ0des from the Forest Service, State of Celfornia, and U.S. F&WS.

Table iV. 1
Threatened / Endangered / Special interest / Sensitive

Wildlife Species

Threetened/Endangered Species - Fish and Wildlife

Species Source
Lahontan cuttroat trout - threatened species Fed/CA
American bald eagle - endangered species Fed/CA
American peregrine falcon - endangered species Fed/CA
Sagehen Creek goerecean caddisfiy - Cat. I Species Fed

Species of Special Interest

These are species that have been identified as being of special interest and listed
as Category 2 by the US Fish and Wild~ife Service.

Species Source
Mr, Lyel~ salamander Fed
Yellow-legged mountain frog Fed
Wolverine Fed
Mono Basin mountain beaver Fed
Sierra Nevada snowshoe hare Fed
Cold Swing cabdisfiy Fed
Confusion caddisfiy Fed
K~ngs Canyon cryptochian caddisfly Fed

Sensitive Species
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Species Source
Sierra Nevada red fox FS\CA
California spotted owl FS
Goshawk FS
Willow flycatcher FS
Marten FS
Pacific fisher FS
Great grey owl FS
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Visual Resources

Visual or scenic quality was inventoried and visual quality objectives (VQOs)
astablish~:l and documented in the Tahoe Land and Resources Management
Plan of 1990. The scenic qualfiy inventories evaluated areas of land on the Forest
for their scenic quality (variety class) and were categodz~ as high, moderate, of
low quality. Many streams and most of the rivers identified as eligible wer~ rated
as high scenic quality. Those streams with few water features, average landform$,
and uniform vegetation ware rated as moderate or low in qualfiy. It is worth noting
that even streams rated as low scenic quality will have visual attraction due to the
dynamic and continually changing nature of streams and rivers, Further descriptions
of the scenic character are found later in this chapter under descriptions of eligible
rivers by drainage.

VQOs for the twenty-two wasteide streams are described and adopted for each
area of land as documented in the Forest Land and Resource Management Ran
(’TLRMP) VQOs are described in the following terms.

Preservation (P): Provides for ecological changes only. Management
activities except for very low visual impact recreation
fsoilifias are prohibited.

Retention (R): Where human acfiv~ties are not evident to the casual
Forest visitor.

Par~al Retention (PR): Where human activity may be evident, but must
remain subordinate to the characterisfio landscape.

Modification (M): Human activity may dominate the characteristic
landscape but must, at the same time, follow naturally
established form, line, color, and texture.

When rivers are recommended for dasignat~on, the appropriate visual qual~
objective is applied by classification as follows:

Wild - Preservation VQO
Scenic - Retention VQO
Recreation - Retention or Padial Retention VQO

Far a recreation classification, adopt a retention VQO in areas that typify the
outstanding values f~r which the riwer was designated and in areas which receive
a large amount of recreation use. The remaining corridor can be managed for a
partial retention VQO unless the Forest Plan already has a retention VQO, Comparing
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the Forest Plan adopted VQO with changes due to scenic and wild olassifications
will help identity required changes in management and the ensuing consequences.
This is discussed further under Chapter V Environmental Consequences.

Recreation

recreation is a major activity on the TNF and has been ranked fifth or sixth in the
nation in terms of total recreation visitor days. Many of the recreation activities on
the westsids of the Sierra crest center around either rivers and streams or reservoirs.
Many of the streams have major attractions that draw recreation users from the
local, regional, and State level. The Forest also draws out-of-state users and
international travelers. Recreation use is particularly high on the larger rivars with
roaded access and existing Forest Service, Bureau of Land Management, State
Park, and private recreation facilities. The North and South Yuba Rivers are notable
because of the high number of users and the range of river-access points and
recreation facilities available to the public. On these rivers there are a wide range
of recreation activities taking place. Popular activities include rafting, swimming,
wading, picnicking, fishing, sun-bathing, and general day use activities involving
the appreciation and enjoyment of the river environment. Public comment and
present management of the rivers indicate that areas of high use exist where there
are concerns about sanitation, trash, and trespass on private prope~. Most of
the rivers on the westside have many mining claims and there are occasional
conflicts between recreation activities and mining activities.

Many of the remaining dyers have some elamerrts of public use as described
above but not to the same intensity. Additionally, these dyers plus paris of the
North and South Yuba Rivers have areas that provide remote or primitive to
semi-primitive recreation opportunities. These dyers are ganarally classified as
scenic or wild and provide opportunities for backpacking, hiking, overnight camping,
and river activities in remote settings where encounters with other people are
rsdased and the recreation user must rely on bank-country skills to enjoy the
area. All of the river areas are presently identified in the TLRMP through the recreation
opportunity spectrum (ROS) in the following categories:

Urban: Area is characterized by a substantially urbanized
environment, although tha background may
have natural-appearing elements.

Rural: Area is characterized by substantially modified
natural environment where sights and sounds of
humans are readily evident.
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Roaded Natural: Area is characterized by a predominantly natural-
appearing environment w~th moderate evidences
of the sights and eounds of humans and their
acthi~es.

Semi-Primitive MotorLzed: Area is characterized by a predominantly natural
or natural-appearing environment of moderate to
large size. Concentration of users is low. Opportu-
nities for public motorized use is permitted.

Semi-Primitive Non-Motorized: Area is characterized by a predominantly natural
or natural appearing environment of moderate
to large size. Concentration of users is low.
Pub~ motorized use is not permitted.

Primitive: Area is characterized by an essentially unmodified
natural environment of fairly large size where
interaction among users is very low and evidence
of other users is minimal. Motorized use with~
the area is not permitted.

Depending on the river classification, certain ROS classes will be compafibis ~
follows:

Recreation: Urban, Rural, Roaded Natural

Scenic: Roaded Natural, Semi-Primitive Motor~ed, and Semi-Primitive
Non-Motorized

Wild: Primitive

In some alternatives different river claseifications are recommended which may be
different th~ the present TLRMP allocation and may suggest different consequenc-
es, More specific recreation information is covered later in this chapter under
descriptions of eligible rivers by drainage.

Grazing Management

A modarat:a number of domestic livestock, primarily cattle and sheep, graze the
range allotments within and adjacent to the study river corridors. The majority of
grazing is confined to the ridge tops. The Gold Valley, Willow Creek, American
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Hill, Bowman, Canyon Creek, Duncan Sailor, Deadwood, Mosquito Ridge, Hellhole,
and Oregon Creek grazing allotments border or slightly overlap into the study
rivers corridors. Livestock grazing is managed in accordance with the TLRMP
standards and guidelines and individual allotment management plans.

Economic and Social Environmeot

A complete description of the social and economic setting for the TNF is included
in the Forest Plan, Chapter III (p. 111-39 to 111-44) and Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) for the TLRMP, Chapter III (p. 3-2 to 3-13). Nevada, Placer, Sierra, and Yuba
Counties are directly affected by virtue of the study evaluating several rivers within
their boundaries and having substantial interest in the water flowing from these
dyers. El Dorado County h~s approximately three miles of the Rubicon River within
its boundaries ss it flows northwest out of Desolation Wilderness; this segment of
river is quite remote and not near communities or even occesional residences.
Plumes County does not have any rivers under consideration within its boundaries,
but does have timber mills that rely to a considerable extent on forest products
from sales of timber on the Tahoe National Forest and Plumes National Forest

Based on the above information Nevada, Placer, Sierra, Yuba, and Plumes counties
are the primary analysis area. While El Dorado County is not part of the prima~y
analysis, many of the characteristics described for the other Counties will apply to
El Dorado County. "[~e four industries that have the most direct relation to
recommendations on wild and scenic river classifications are wood products
industries, mining, toudam, and ~ilities.

For wood products there are two economic indicators that illustrate the relative
importance of this industry, both socially and economically. The first is the number
of jobs generated for each county and the second is the amount of revenue shared
with counties from the 25 percent of National Forest receipts. Table IV-2 displays
the timber employment in the Sierran counties in 1990 and shows the number of
full time employees and the percent of the total labor force for each cour~ty. This
table g~ves the reader an indicator of the relative importance of the wood products
industry for each of the primary counties as well as comparing it to other Sierra
Nevada counties. Table IV.3 displays the amount of TNF revenues shared with the
counties. These revenues are used for roads and education needs in each of the
counties listed.
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Table IV-4
Nevada County: 196,349 acres $2_0,000 payment

Placer County: 366,986 acres $80,000 payment

Sierra County: 430,735 acres $43,000 payment

Yuba County: 9,109 acres $5,000 payment

Payments In Lieu of Taxes

Counties are paid "Payments in Lieu of Taxes" (P(LTs) each year as a way to
compensate county governments for non-taxable federal land, Payment amounts
are reduced by 25 percent Fund payments from the Forest Service (as well as
payments from the BLM, Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC), and
U,S. F&WS. The more 25 percent fund payments a county receives, the less it
r~?.alves in PILT revenues -- down to a specified minimum amount. Until this year
when the PILT legislation was amended, Counties received $,75 per acre of
entit~emant land, less 1/2 of the payment from the 25 percent fund (and revenue
sharing by other federal agencies), to a minimum of $.10 per acre. Ent~ement
land includes land administered by the Forest Service, National Park Service,
Bureau of Land Management, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, land in federal water
resource projects. Payments are also limited to a maximum amount per capita,
but this limit is generally not binding except in counties with very small populations.
Future PILT payments will be increased due t~ an amendment in the law signed
by the President in October 1994. The new maximum and minimum amounts
replace the $,75 maximum and $.10 minimum amounts under the old law.

From a social pempective the wood products and logging industry has a varied
influence on the counties being considered. Traditionally, the logging industry has
been an important aspect of lifestyles in the local communities since the middle
1800’s. Not only were wood products supplied for a wide range of economic
needs, but many of the smaller communities were settled and continue to have
people involved in that industry. One of the attributes these folks bdng to small
communities is a knowledge and interest of the forests and lands beyond the
direct influence of these communities. Many of these same people also were, and
continue to be, users of a wide range of forest recreation opportunities.

For the mining industry the number of jobs provided is a good economic and
social indicator of the importance of mining activities for each county. State and
county information collected does not always provide an accurate indicator of the
amount of jobs provided in this industry on the TNF. For example, in Sierra County
the number of jobs listed in mining for 1990 are less than 25 and rounded to
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Distdct (EDD), Auburn, California in their EDD Annual Planning Informatfon, 1994.

and only full-t~me salaried employees are counted. Supplemental information from

picture ~f employment. Based on discussions with Dick Zsmbiso, Minerals Officer
for Downiev~lle Ranger District. it is estimated that 150 people are employed in the
mining industry in 1994 as saladed employees in Sierra County. Of tho~e 150
people, approximately 50 percent are employed year long. Mr. Zambiec also
indicated that at this point in time the 150 people represents the higher end of
typical employment in the mining industry for Sierra County. Over time the mining
industry can have wide swings in employment due to prices in gold, depletion of

people are involved in gold mining on a part-time basis in the self-employed category.
Many of these people have mining c~alms as individuals, married couples, or limited
partnerships. These claims are genarally worked in the summer, but the amount

for the year for an individual.

In Sierra County mining and miners have been a major and integral part of the
social fabric for several small communities. Essentially, mining is what created
most of the communities that exist today. In add~on to the direct economic benefits
from mining, the miners live in or depend on the local communities for supplies,

are established or renewed. An example of the mining irdluance on small communities
is best exemplified in DownievJlJe where miners can still use gold at local stores

the mining activities in Sierra County. For many of the part-time miners the rural
outdoor life style may be a major attraction while they continue a local tradition.
For recreation visitors the mining history and present-day mining is part of the
overall recreation attraction. The Yuba Donr~r Scenic Byway Implementation report
recognized that local mining character and the local services, such as the local
gold shops, a~e a major attraction and also the key link to tourists enjoying and
using a whole range of recrealion opportunities in the region.

Yuba County does n~t have a isrge area within the Forest boundary. Downisville
Ranger District estimates approximately 30 to 50 people employed part-time with
various mining claims concentrated mostly on the North Yuba River and Canyon
Creek. Other mining operations, like sand and gravel, are not within the Forest
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loose social ties st informal meeting places, Otherwise, much of their social activities
and effects overlap to smell adjacent communities in Sierra County.

Nevada County lumped mining and construc~on into the same category. In t 992
mining and construction employed 1,625 people, which represents 7.4 percent of
the workforce. Almost all of these jobs are provided outside of the Forest boundary.
Additionally, 135 people are estimated to be employed in gold mining on a part
time be,sis on National Forest System lands within Nevada County based on
estimates from Greg Schimke, Minerals Officer on the Nevada City Ranger District.
The Income from these pert-time jobs range from minor supplemental to a major
source of income for the year. Outside the Forest boundary, the San Juan Ridge
Mine is presently employing around 60 full-time employees. In Placer County Mr.
Sch{mke estimates that about I(30 people are work;rig part-time on dairns on
National Forest System land within Nevada City Ranger District. Harlan Hamburger,
Lands and Minerals Officer for Foresthill Ranger District estimates that an additional
100 people w~k on pert-t~ne alaima on the Forasthill Ranger District within Placer
County. Rumas County shows 50 people employed in mining in 1990 based on
statistics from the Plumes County General Plan 2nd Edition 1994.

From a social perspective Nevada, Placer, and Plumas Counties all have rich
histories relating to the early gold mining activities. Similar to Sierra County, several
small communities were started and grew because of mining activities. Today
within the Forest boundary, social influence of mining is most vialble in the
commun~es of Washington and Foresthill. Most of the social ~spects of mining in
these counties relates to miners choosing a rural outdoor lifestyle with mostly
informal contacts in mostly remote settings usually along rivers.

The California County Travel Impacts Report, 1993, reports the economic importance
of tourism for each county. This report displays the total dollars spent on travel
and travel-associated activities, the payroll dollars spent in this sector, number of
jobs, local tax receipts, and State tax receipts from tourism. See table IV.6 for
ir’fforrna~icn on each of the Counties under discussion. For both Nevada and Placer
Counties a large amount of the revenues relates to downhill ski areas and associated
lodging and winter activities which is a different sphere of influence than summer
recreation activities. Tourism is an important aspect of the economy for many of
¯ e small towns within and adjacent to the Tahoe, Plumes, and EIdorado National
Forests, as well as BLM and State Park lands. While history may be the major
attraction for most of these towns, recreation activities related to the outdoors in
general and rivers in particular is an additional attraction. In some cases the river
attractions are a supplemental activity that may keep a tourist an extra day in the
area. In many cases tourists are drawn to a particular river to pursue river-recreation
activities as their primary goal. State Parks estimates that 7,423,000 dollars are
spent in the local communities from the 742,275 recreation visits to the South
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Yuba River. The dollar amount is based on the estimate that an average of $t0
per visitor day is spent in the local communities.

In summary, tourism is an irnpertant aspect of the local economy for several
communities within the sphere of interest for this study. Sierra City, Downieville,
N~’th San Juan, Nevada ~dy, Grass Valley, Washington, and Foresthill are the
towns moat affected.

Sierra Nevada Counties Travel Impacts, 1~3
Table W-6

Travel           Employment                 Tax Receipts

Yuba $73,632,0oo $13,284,000 1,154 $57a,000 $3,517,000

From a social aspect the dollars generated from tourism help support people
pursuing a rural lifestyle in local communities. In addition, the river settings and
recreation facilities provide enhanced recreation opportunities for both local people
as well as tourists who lraval from more distant cities. The wide range of outdoor
recreation opportunities, including river recreafion, is part of the quality of life for
local communities.

and utility districts. Dams for power and irrigation and the associated power
generation, power lines, irrigation ditches, small hydroelectric projects, and assorted
improvements are all part of the util~ industry. These activities are reported in
combination with other activities in the individual county employment statistics
and, therefore, are difficult to separate. To get a general impression of the importance
of these utilities, the cost of replacement of the infrastructure on the Forest will be
reported by water districts. NID estimates that their infrastructure value for Bowman

ditches, and power generating facilities is $200,000,000. This figure represents just

off site that is used for domestic consumption, industrial use, irrigation and flood
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Pacific Gas & Electric (PC&E) estimates the infrastructure costs for the Drum-
Spaulding project to be $140,000,000. The replacement cost could be close to
one billion dollars. This includes Spaulding Reservoir and its power-generating
facilities as well as several smaller reservoirs, canals, and power lines. The water
from this project provides power generation of 904,300,000 kilowatt hours ~f energy
annually, w~ch is equivalent to serving around 8~,000 homes for a year. In addiflon
the water is used for irrigation, agriculture, domestic usa, and flood control. As a
~ivately owned company, PG&E pays a one percent p~ope~t’ tax on the facilities
described above to state and local government. This results in over a million dollars
annually in property taxes, Most of the State portion ends up returning to local
communities in the form of State support for schools and other services.

Placer County Water Agency (PCWA} estimates the coat of rel~acement of their
infrastructure investments for Hell Hole Reservoir and French Meadows Reservoir,
along with the associated penstocks, power facilities, tunnels and smaller dame,
to be in excess of one hilton dollars. Water from their Middle Fork American River
project generates 1,003,570,770 kilowatt hours annually. This billion-kilowa~tt hours
serves approximately 90,000 homes for one year. In addition, the project pro’i~des
irrigation water for agriculture, municipal water for industry and domestic consump-
tion and also provides flood control benefits.

Yuba County Water Agency (YCWA) estimates their infi’astructure replacement
investments for New Bullards Bar Reservoir and associated improvements to be
around oca billion dollars. In addition to the infrastructure value, there is the value
of power generation, flood control, and irrigation water supplies for agriculture.
The actual value of flood control is nat easily measured in just dollars and cents,
but it is easy to understand that flood control is a very important value to Yuba
County and to the communities prone to flooding along the Yuba and Feather
Rivers. Agriculture is the most important acocomJc activity in Yuba County and,
therefore, the irrigation water represents a very high value to the community. New
Bullards Bar Reservoir generates 1,245,900,000 kilowatt hours of electricity annually,
which is the equivalent to serving around 100,000 homes for one year.

Several small communities such as the towns of Washington, Downievilla, Goodyears
Bar, and others have water systems for domestic consumption. An economic
value has not been identified for these, but they are obviously quite important to
the users of these water supplies

The cost of management f~r wi~d and scenic rivers is an eccoomic factor for the
Forest Service. In this study the estimated cost of management for each river is
displayed in Appendix D and Table V-4, Cost of Designation under the environmental
consequences for economics. Part of the cost of management is the development
of a management plan for a designated river. In an alternative where several rivers
are recommended some rivers could be addressed in one planning dccument so
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costs could be reduced. The actual cost of altsmatives for management is discussed
under economic and social environmental effects.

Landowners and Land Use

Private lands within the study area include large ownerships managed for timber
production and grazing, and numerous small tracts currently developed for housing,
recreational purposes, or held for future development. Sierra Pacific Industries,
Sierra Pacific Power Company, and the Southern Pacific Railroad are the m~jor
landowners. A major utility corridor follows Inter-state 80 and includes major power
and gee lines and the Southern Pacific Railroad. The utilifiss follow the South Yuba
River from Indian Springs Campground to Soda Springs.

Public lands within the river study areas are managed primarily by the TNF and
BLM. The Erdorado and Plumes National Forests also manage land along Canyon
Creek and the Rubicon River, The State of California manages the Gold Mines
District, a group of historic gold mines, as Stats Historic Parks within the study
area. Malakoff Diggings State Historic Park is specifically within the study area.
The same Park Distdct also manages State Park lands along the South Yuba
River. The California Department of Fish and Game manages thirty-one ac~as
along Macklin Creek.

There are several communities along the study rivers with almost entirely private
lands. Sierra City, Downieville, Goodyears Bar, North Bloomfield, Washington, and
Cisco Grove are the main communitiss Iocsted along study rivers. Local zoning
presently addresses land uses in these communities and would continue with or
without wild and scenic river designation.
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Landownership by River
in Thousands of Acres

Tabl~ IV-7

Lavazzolla

Empire Or.

New York Ravine []

East Fork Cr. ~

Middle Yuba

--     --yubascu~ Upper So. Yuba ~~;i

Lower So Yuba

Fordyce Or.

Little Granite Cr. []

Middle Fk’AmencanGrouse Or.[]

Rubicon River
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Heritage Resources

Knowledge of the time period preceding the coming of the first Euro-American
settlers comes primarily from archaeological studies and ethnogrephio descriptions
of the Native American groups. Archaeological studies indicate that people began
to live in the study area about 8,0~0 years ago. With changing environmental
conditions, the economic base for these hunters and gatherers required diversitica-
tion so that by the time of Eurc-American contact, the Weshoe were dependent
upon the wealth of fish resources found throughout the river corridors.

Historic occupation of the study area began with the use of the Emigrant Trail
{which parallels the upper South Yuba River) by EurO-American settlers enro~e to
California from the east. The Emigrant Trail was a major passageway to the gold
country during the 1849 gold rush. Gold mining has played a major role for the
past 147 years within the river corridors. Historic mining camps, toll roads, and
way stations are scattered throughout the river corridors, Specific cultural and
historic resources are discussed in Appendix D, individual river descriptions.
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T~m~er Resources

"[he American and Yuba River drainage corridors represents a broad range of
plant ¢ommunltiss. The long eleva1(ionel change from the east to the west creates
a variety of mic~ociimates and soil types, encouraging such diversity. At the higher
elevations near the headwaters of the North Yuba, Lavezzola Creek, Downie River,
Canyon Creek, Empire Creek, Maoklin Creek, Upper Sou~ Yuba River, and
Serewauger Canyon, subalpine fir and mixed-conifer forests dominate. Mi~ and
lower elevations support mixed eenlfet forest, oak woodland and mixed ehaparraJ
plant communities. Tt~ere are also unique blocks of mixed-conifer old-growth forest
intermingled in the Levezzala Creek, Downie River, Pauley Creek, Empire Creek
vicinity. The commercial forest within the river corridors are managed under
regulation classes defined in the TLRMP. See table VI-8 for the amount of regulation
class by river. The regulation classes are defined below:

Regulation Class 1 - Lands are managed under even-aged management, with
short rotations (50 to 100 years} and intensive management
practices, plus other resource values and outputs.

Regulation Class 2 - Lands are managed to co-emphasize non-forest resources
and evan-age forest management. An example is even-age
management on a long (150-year) rotation meeting partial
visual retention requirements.

Regulation Class 3 Lands are managed to meet visual retention and drainage
streamside management objectives. The forest cutting
level is about five percent of the current inventory per
decade.
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Timber Mgmt. Regulation Class by River
in Thousands of Acres

Table IV-8

Lavazolla Creek ~

New York Ravine ~

Middle Yuba River ~

Lower South Yuba River (No Data)

Big Grange Creek (No Data)

Little Grange Creek (No Data)

New York Canyon (No Data)
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Wild and Scenic Rivers in the Region

There are several designated wild and scenic rivers on the west slope of the Sierra
Nevada. "~e ten rivers are as follows.
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Eligibility Study Classification
North Yuba River Drainage Map 1
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North Yuba River drainage

The North Yuba River drainage is located in the northern part of the TNF and the
southern part of the Plumas National Forest. The eligible rivers within this drainage
are:

Canyon Creek: Flowing from the west, north, and south branches to its
confluence with the North Yuba River.

Lavezzola Creek: Flowing from Sunnyaide Meadow and Spencer Lakes to its
confluence with the Downie River.

Pauley Creek: Flowing from Hawley Lake and Snake Lake to its confluence
with the Downie River.

Empire Creek: Flowing from Red Oak Canyon and Empire Creek-headwaters
to its confluence with the Downie River.

Downle River: Flowing from Rattlesnake Creek and the West Branch of the
Downie River to its confluence with the North Yuba River.

New York Ravine; Flowing from its headwaters to its confluence w~th the North
Yuba River.

North Yuba River: Flowing from Yuba Pass to its impoundment by New Bullards
Bar Reservoir.

Canyon Creek, Lavezzola Creek, New York Ravine, Empire Creek, Pauley Creek,
and the Downie River all feed into the North Yuba River, The drainages are Iocetad
exclusively in Sierra County. There are a combined total of 38,962 acres within the
rivers corridors. This equates to 49 miles of wild river, 29 miles of scenic river, and
49 miles of recreation river (the majority of the recreation miles are attributed to
the North Yuba River).

The North Yuba drainage is situated at the confluence of the Washoe, Nisanan
and Northern MaJdu territory and is in the heart of the Nor’~ern Minas. Gold mining
started along the major rivers and their tributaries in 1849. Eady demand for
sawtimber resulted in harvesting a large portion of the drainage (especially around
the town of Downieville). Ranching and logging supported the mines and mining
communities in the drainage but, in later times, logging became the primary industry
for the region. The main accass into the drainage is Highway 49, which parallel’s
much of the North Yuba River. There are numerous unimproved dirt roads which
network through the drainages that are primarily used for mining. Access into
Canyon Creek can be obtained using two four-wheel-drive dirt roads. Both roads

I --01 1 477
1-011477



lead into the Poker Flat area from both sides of the river. The rema~dar of the
canyon is steep and access is difficult.

The majority of human activity centers along Highway 49; at the bottom of the
North Yuba River canyon. There are three small towns located along Highway 49;
Gnodyears Bar, Downieville, and Sierra City. Downieville, Sierra County’s seat of
government, is a full-service community whose main economic base is government,
mining, logging, and tourism. Goodyears Bar and Sierra City are much smaller,
relying primarily on tourism. The majority of people who live within the drainage
reside within or adjacar~ to these towns. There are a few small mining cabins and
residents located adjacent to the dirt roads within the drainages.

Recreation activities within the drainage center around the North Yuba River corridor.
During the winter the upper North Yuba River correct at Baseetls Station is a
snow-play area; snowmobiling, nordic skiing, and sledding are popular activifies.
In the summer season swimming, rafting, fishing, mountain biking, camping, and
picnicking are favorites within the river corridor. There are 15 developed camp-
grounds along the North Yuba River. These sites are filled during the summer
months. Three rafting companies provide white water rafting guide service. With
the exception of Canyon Creek, there are trails that network throughout the
drainages, which are popular for hikers, miners, fishermen, motorcyclists, and
mountain bicyclists.

"i’he visual quality in this drainage is high. ,~ the eligible streams have attractive
riparian zones, good water cladty, a variety of water features, and well-defined
canyons. Canyon Creek and the North Yuba River have the broadest range of
stream features, steep canyons, and rugged rocky character. "~e landscapes are
diverse with steep river canyons and high flat ridges. T~is landscape hosts
ecologically diverse plant communities including riparian, mixed-conifer, and
subalpine species. The river Corridors and surrounding ridges north of Downieville
contains some unique large blocks of old-growth forest. T~e old-growth forest
provides recruitment of large, wood debris to stream environments. There are no
other large, unroaded, ecosystems in the general region (Plumes, Eldorado, Lassan,
and Tahoe Naton~d Forests) that provide the same dendritic stream pattern as the
old-growth ecosystem surrounding the Empire, Downie, Lavezzola, and Pauley
drainages in the North Yuba River system. Forest sensitive and watch-list plant
species Ta.xus brev#o/ia and Forest Service sensitive species Lswisia cante/ovii
are loomed within New York Ravine, North Yuba R~var, Lavezzola Creek, Pauley
Creek, and Canyon Creek corridors. There are no known threatened or endangered
wildlife species located within the river corridors. Pauley Creek, Lavezzola Creek,
Empire Creek, and the Downie River hosts the largest concentration of California
spored owl populations in the Forest. There is great potential for other watch-list
and sensitive plant species along the river corridors (some corridor areas have
not been surveyed).
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The drainage supports healthy populations of both native and non-native fish
species. Kokanee have been known to migrate into the dyer f~om Bullard’s Bar
Reservoir, but they are not known to spawn in the river. Lavezzola Creek has
been designated by the CDF&G as a "Wild Trout" stream. The North Yuba River
from Sierra City to Ladies Canyon Creek has been designated by the California
Department of Fish and Game "special regulation" river segment. The large deep
plunge pools in the upper reaches of the rivers are excellent fish habitat.

Wildlife is abundant and diverse within the North Yuba drainage. There are many
areas of high-quality iste-successionsl forest habitat, including large blocks of
old-growth forest. Bald eagle and peregrine falcon, two Federally listed endangered
species, have been observed in the drainage, and high-quality bald eagle habitat
occurs along Canyon Creek, A wintering population of bald eagles is known to
occur along the Downie River. Forest Sendas sensitive species that have been
sighted in the drainage include: northwestern pond turtle, northern goshawk,
California spotted owi, wilicw flycatcher, and marten. There is a large concentration
of spotted owls in the area around Downie River, Pauley Creek, Lavezzola Creek,
Empire Creek, and New York Ravine. Additionally, suitable habitat exists for the
Federally proposed California red-legged frog and Forest Service sensitive great
gray owl, Sierra Nevada red fox, and Pacific fisher. Three federal category 2
(Godrscea oregona, Ferule prae/onga, and Neothremma gene/la) ceddisfly species
are known to inhabit New York Ravine. Category 2 species are those for which
existing information indicates a threatened or endangered listing may be warranted,
but for which substantial biological information to support a proposed rule is lacking.
Other witdlite species observed in the area include: mountain yellow-legged frog,
foothill yellow-legged frog, pilastad woodpecker, golden eagle, sharp-shinned
hawk, snowshoe hare, and mountain lion. There have been unconfirmed eighflnge
of wolverine in the higher elevation areas, and there is suitable wolverine habitat in
the drainage. Canyon Creek and North Yuba River are probably important movement
corridors for wildlife. Canyon Creek presently has a few primitive roads within the
haft-mile corridor boundary. There are numerous foot trails within the drainage
with no water diversions or development. The Downie River has primitive access,
no water diversions, and seasonal mining. These factors preserve wildlife resource
valuas. There are some private landholdings and an access road along Lavezzola
Creek, but this does not diminish the creek’s wildlife values. The area around
Downie River, Pauley Creek, Lavezzola Creek, Empire Creek, and New York Ravine
has exceptional outstandingly remarkable wildlife and ecological values. This area
has the largest block of contiguous late-successional mixed-conifer forest on the
TNF and is largely unroapad, making it an important refugium for species associated
with large blocks of late.successional habitat end species intolerant of management
activities. Additionally, this area has many known threatened, endangered, and
sansi~ve wildlife species, has abundant habitat for these species, and, overall, is
biologically very rich.
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Eligibility Study Classification
Middle Yuba River Drainage Map 2
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Middle Yuba River dreicage

The Middle Yuba drainage is located in the middle section of the TNF. The eligible
rivers Within the drainage are:

Macklln Creek: Flowing from the headwaters to its confluence with the Middle
Yuba River.

East Fork Creek: Flowing from Weaver Lake to its confluence with the Middle
Yuba River.

Oregon Creek: Flowing from High Point Ravine to its confluence with the
Middle Yuba River.

Middle Yuba River: Flowing from Milton Reservoir to the TNF administrative
boundary at Klenssndoff Po~at.

The northern portion of the Middle Yuba River drainage is within Sierra County
while the southern portion is within Nevada County. There are a combined total of
16,324 acres within the river corridors, which equates to a total of 4 miles of recreation
river, twenty-five miles of scenic river, and twenty miles o~ wild r~r.

The Middle Yuba River drainage is located in the area of the Northern Mines. Gold
mining atarte~ along the Middle Yuba and its tributaries around 1849. Mining
continued sporadically in the drainage through the eady 1900s, with a marked
increase in the t930s, during the depression. An important transportation route is
the Hennsss Pass Road, which dates back to 1849. The types of cultural sites
within the drainage are mining features, communities, cametaries, ranches, way
stations, sawmills, trails, roads, and ditches.

Preh~oric occupation of the Middle Yuba drainage was by the Nisenan. it is possible
that the upper portions, along Macklin Creek, could have been used by the Washoa
as well.

Access into the drainage is limited. Primary access into the upper reaches of the
Middle Yuba drainage is by the Hennese Pass Road. Another access point is the
Highway 49 bridge at the Oregon Creek confluence. The third access point is at
Foote Crossing southwest of the towns of Alieghany and Columbia Hill. There are
numerous unimproved dirt roads above the river canyon. The dyer canyon is
extremely steep in the upper portions arid not accessible by road. The r’rvar canyon
from Mohawk Ravine to Milton Reservoir was included in the Forest Service, 1971
RARE I study as the Middle Yuba River Roadlsss Area. This stretch of river is
extremely remote containing numerous box canyons.

The major~y of human activity and developed structures within the drainage are
centered around the small gold mining towns of Alleghany and Forest City, as
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well as the Oregon Creek Recreation Area. Alleghany is a small residential town
whose main employer is the famous quarlz gold mine the Sixteen-to-One. Forest
City is another small residential town just north of Alleghany. The Oregon Creek
Recreation Area is a Forest Service day-uea area. The main attraction at Oregon
Creek is a covered bridge which is listed on the National Register of Hietoric Places.
Recreational activities such as swimming, picnicking, and walking trails take place
around developed recreation sites. Other remote recreation activities, within the
drainage, include recreational mining, backpacking, fishing, hiking, mountain biking,
and hunting. Because of the limited access within this drainage the recreation use
in dispersed areas is generally light. The visual quality varies within this drainage.
The Middle Yuba River canyon has been identified as having outstanding scenic
values. Because of the strong spatial definition of the canyon, dramatic box canyons,
and a variety of water feetures. The eligible tributaries to the Middle Yuba have
moderate to high scenic quality with much smaller canyons, and more gentle
terrain. East Fork Creek has one dramatic waterfall near the outlet of Weaver Lake.

The drainage contains velcanics on the ridgetope and upperbanks, and mete
sediments on the lower banks and stream channels. Most of the river corridors
provide a uniform plant and wildlife hebitst type, confined by steep inner gorges
and several box canyons.

The vegetative areas within the river corridors includes a variety of chaparral, foothill
woodland, mixed-conifer, and subalpino plant species. There are patches of
mixed-conifer old growth within the Middle Yuba River corridor. There are known
occurrences of Forest watch-list and sensitive species Viola tomotoea, Lewisia
cantelovii, Silene invisa, and Taxus brevifoiia as well. There are no other known
sensitive or watch-list p~ant species within the river corridors. However, there is a
high potential for sensitive plant occurences duo to the abundance of unsurveyed
potential habitat.

Large plunge pools and long, deep scour pools are numerous within the eligible
rivers corridors. The drainage widens in the lower reaches where it approaches
the confluence with Oregon Creek. Vibrant populations of both nsth~e and non-native
trout species are found throughout. The fish populations thin out in the lower
reaches of the drainage where sucker and squawfish are abundant. Macklin Creek
has high-quality habitat for willow flycatchers, and has a ver~ low level of public
use, which contributes to the value of its wildlife habitat.

The Middle Yuba drainage contains habitat for a variety of wildlife species. There
are high-quality riparian habitats and areas of old-growth forest. The federally
endangered bald eagle occurs in the area, and suitable habitat for the federally
endangered peregrine falcon exists in the drainage. Forest Service sensitive species
that have been sighted in the drainage include: northern goshawk, California spotted
owl, Sierra Nevada red fox, and marten. In addition, suitable habitat exists for the
Federally proposed California rod-logged frog and Forest Service sensitive
northwestern pond turtle, great gray owl, willow flycatcher, and Pacific fisher. There
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is a h~torical 9ok~en eagle nest in the drainage, and foothill yellow-legged f~ogs
have been observed.

The drainage is located in the north central portion, or Northern Mines region, of
the "Mother Lode" (a belt of auriferous graveis). Historic and active mining operations
are abundant. Dredge mining is a popular activity on the Middle Yuba River and
its major tributaries. The Sixteen-to-One quartz gold mine is one of the moot
successful gold-bearing mines In the United States. Other land-ooe activities inc~de
cattle grazLng in the upper reaches of the Oregon Creek and Kanaka Creek
drainages. Histodc and contemporary timber operations also take place within the
drainage with Sierra Pac~c Industry being the primary pdvate commercial timberland
holder,
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Eligibility Study Classification
South Yuba River Drainage Map 3
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Sooth Yuba River Drainage

The South Yuba River drainage is located in the cantral-western portion of the
TNF and on BLM Lands. The eligible rivers within this drainage are:

Fordyce Creek: Flowing from Fordyce Lake to Lake Spaulding.

Humbug Creek: Flowing from its headwaters above Mafakoff Oiggins State
Historic Park to its confluence with the South Yuba River.

South Yuba River; F/owing from the Peter Grubb Hut on Castle Creek to Lake
Spaulding and from Langs Crossing to the historical covered
bridge at Bridgeport.

The vast majority of the drainage is located within Nevada County, although the
upper portion is under Placer County jurisdiction. There is a combined totaJ of
24,044 acres within the river corridors, which equates to twenty-lwo miles of
recreational river, fourty-nine miles of scenic river, and 5 miles of wild river.

The South Yuba River drainage has historically been a major mining district and
transportation route. The first documented crossing of the northern Sierra Nevada
mountain range occurred near the headwaters of the South Yuba River by the
Stephens-Murphy-Townsesd Party in 1844. Later, this corridor became a majo~
commerce route that was used by the railroad and pack trains. The South Yuba
River and its tributaries were being placer mined by the 1850s. Hydraulic mining
was the biggest commercial mining venture in the drainage between 1866 and
1884. Malakoff Diggings, currently a State Histodc Park, was the largest hydraulic
gold mine in the United States. The types of historic s~tes within the drainage
include mining features, townsites, cemeteries, ranches, way stations, railroad
grades for logging, bridges, sawmills, trails, roads, end ditches. Many of these
historic features are now major recreation attractions along the South Yuba River.

]-he eastern part of the South Yuba drainage is situated near the boundary between
the Weshoe and Nisenan territories, while the remainder of the drainage is within
the Niesnan territory.

The upper portion of the drainage is easily accessible as InterState 80 parallels
the South Yube River from Yuba Gap to Soda Springs. There are several developed
spur roads which lead from the highway into residential and ski areas. The lower
South Yuba River drainage is accessible by Langs Crossing, Edwards Crossing,
Purdon Crossing, Highway 49, and the upper Pleasant Valley Road to Bridgeport.
The South Yuba River is difficult to access in the upper reaches above the town
of Washington with the exception of Langs Crossing.

The majority of the drainage is remote except for the bridge crossings where
human activity is dense. In the upper South Yuba River drainage the Southern
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Pacific Railroad, and the Southern Pacific oil and gas pipalinee, parallel the South
Yuba Rivsr from Yuba Gap to Soda Springs. High-voltage power-transmission
lines parallel Inter-state 80. Developed recreation sites aicag the upper Yuba River
include Indian Springs, Big Bend, and Hampshire Rocks Campgrounds. A private
summer home tract is located at Big Bend alongside the river. There is a special-use
permit for the Pmer Grubb Hut issued to the Sierra Club at the headwaters of
Castle Creek on the upper part of the South Yupa River. This drainage area is a
major utltity and transportation link between California and Nevada.

Private and public lands are dispersed in a ch~kerboard pattern throughout the
lower South Yuba River drainage. Large tracts of private land within the dyer corridors
belong to SPt. The balance of the private lands are patented claims or tract parcels,
typically from 1 to 40 acres in size. These small parcels are primarily residential
with secondary agricultural and forestry land uses. The greatest density of parcel
tracts is located around the town of Washington. Washington is a small rasidsntial
mining community which is located along the South Yuba River.

State Park ~fficials estimate that the recreation use along the South Yuba River,
on the BLM and State Parks portion, was about 670,000 visits to the river in 1992.
Recreation use along the National Forest length of the South Yuba River is moderate.
The main recreation activities are water play, swimming, picnicking, sun bathing,
flosting, fishing, hiking, wildlife observation, kayaking, squastdan use, panning and
dredging for gold, overnight camping, and mountain biking. The water associated
activities were the tidying force behind indentifying the South Yuba River as
outstandingly remarkable for recreation. These activities generally take place in
the summer during low flows when the users can swim, sun bathe, and engage in
a range of water play activities. The lower South Yuba has several major recreation
attractions. "r~e Independence trail is built on the historic Excelsior mining ditch
and provides a level wheelchalr-acaeasible trail parallel with the river. This trail is
considered unique because it provides an accessible trail up to three miles long
in a mountainous and forested setting. It is the first trail of its kind in California.
The trail was built and is supported by the Sequoia Challenge non-profit association,
volunteer efforts, and State Park grants. The trail providss a very popular destination
for a wide range of the public and includes views of the river canyon and a tributary
waterfall

There are State Park lands (South Yuba River Project) located w~thin the South
Yuba River drainage. Malakoff Diggings State Historic Park is located along the
majority of Humbug Creek. ]~qe main attraction of this park is the historic hydraulic
diggings and the history associated with these activities. Structures within Malakoff
Diggings State Histodc Park and along Humbug Creek include the historic town
of North Bloomfield and Park administrative facilities. ~is park is a popular
destination spot for campers and hikers.

State Park lands at Bridgeport are a major attraction due the historic Bridgeport
Covered Bridge. ~is bridge is the longest single-span wooden bridge in the west.
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ff was built in 1862, is on the National Register of Historic Places, is designated a
California State Historic Landmark (#390), and is listed as a Registered Civil
Engineering Landmark (ASCE). For a time, all freight shipped to Virgini~ City
(Comstock silver rush) was transported across this bridge. State Parks provides
interpretation, picnicking, hiking, and day use along the river at Bridgeport.

The major bridge crossings at, Highway 49, Purdons, Edwards, and Lar~s Crossing
provide access for river play and enjoyment. The South Yuba trail has long bean
established as a popular scenic hiking, equestrian, and mountain biking trail which
parallels the river for approximately 7.5 miles. As early as 1971 the South Yuba
trail was officially recognized for having outstanding recreational oppor~unitias for
general public use when it was designated as one of the first seven National
Recreation trails under the National Trails System Act of 1968. The South Yuba
Trail provides easy year-round access to the numerous secluded beaches,
swimming holes, cascading waterfalls, and smooth-rock outcroppings found along
the river. These activities are generally enjoyed during a period of low ifowa which
is consistent with the activities desired. In late summer and early fall gold panners
and dredgers are evident throughout the dyer corridor. For those recreational
gold dredgers that want to stay past the fourteen-day camping limit, BLM issues a
recreation use permit. BLM, in the late 1960’s, identified and designated the South
Yuba River as a Special Lisa Area because of the recreational values that exist in
the canyon. Public lands within the South Yuba River Recreation Area were withdrawn
from mineral entry. The Forest Service provides two picnic sites upstream from
the town of washington. There is also a commercial osmpground adjacent to the
town of Washington. The lower South Yuba below the Forest boundary is managed
by the California State Parks and BLM. Overnight camping is available at tl~ BLM
South Yuba Ftiver Campground end at the South Yuba River and Humbug Creek
primitive campsites.

The Lake Spaulding Dam, a major facility owned by the PG&E, is located one mile
upstream from Langs crossing; it splits the South Yuba River into the upper and
lower segments. ]’he Spau~ding dam is up for re-licensing in the year 2013. NID ~n
cooperation with PG&E receives water from its reservoirs by way of Spaulding
Reservoir. In the future NID wants to increase the height of Spaulding Reservoir to
provide for more water storage.

The drainage landscape is diverse with deep pools, cascades, waterfalls, and
exposed rock outcroppings. The scenic quality of the lower South Yuba River was
identified as outstanding due to the spatial definition of the canyon and the wide
variety of water features and rock features. Most of the upper South Yuba River is
located in gentle terrain with occasional drops and features along the river. Fordyca
Creek and Humbug Creek are smaller in scale but do have several nice waterfalls
and plunge pools. The river is within a belt of steeply dipping matasedimanta~
and metavolosnic rocks of Paleozoic and Mesozoic age that lies between the
granitic Sierra Nevada batholith to the east and overlapping sediments of the
Great Valley province of Central California to the west. There are no known threatened
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or endangered plant species along these rivers. The Forest Service sensitive plant
Lewisia cantelowii is known to grow on the South Yuba River. TNF watohlist species
Taxus brevifofia is known to o~cor along Humbug Creek.

There are no known threatened or endangered fish species. The lower South
Yuba River supports both warm and cold-water 11sheries. Four native and six
introduced fish speclas are known to occur in the South Yuba River and its tributadas.
The known native species are Sacramento squawfish, hardhead, Sacramento
sucker, and rainbow trout. Introduced species include smallmouth bass, green
sunfish, bluegill, brown bullhead, brown trout, and carp.

"l~era are a variety of habitats for wildlife within the South Yuba drainage, including
high-quality riparian~eciduous vegatation. The federally endangered bald eagle
occurs in the area. Forest Service sensitive species thst have been sighted in the
drainage include: northwestern pond turtle, northern goshawk, California spotted
owl, and marten. In addition, suitable habfiat exists for the federally proposed
California red-legged frog and Forest Service sensitive willow flycatcher, Sierra
Nevada red fox, and Pacific fisher. Known populations of foothill yellow-legged
frogs occur in the lower South Yuba River and Humbug Creek. The lower South
Yuba is a key winter range for deer.

The South Yuba River b~low Spaulding Reservoir is located within the mineralized
belt where both gold-bearing quartz veins and free gold deposits in tertiary gravels
are most prevalent. An asfimafed 1.6 billion cubic yards of gold-bearing gravels
were mined from ancestral Yuba River channels in this region. Over twenty million
ounces of gold were recovered through mostly hydraulic and drift-mining methods
from 1850 to the 1930’s. Public lands below the TNF boundary were withdrawn
from mineral entry. There are many mining claims on National Forest System lands
with a wide range of placer and quartz-mining activities, Small motorized dredges
are the predominant activity in this drainage. Many of the miners base their activities
near or out of the town of Washington. Timber harvesting on both private and
National Forest System land is a major land use within the South Yuba River drainage
and continues to contribute to Nevada County’s economy. Large acreages of
private land are owned by large timberland companies and are intensively managed
for timber products.
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Eligibility Study Classification
North Fork of the American River Drainage Map 2
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North Fork American River Drainage

The North Fork American River drainage is located in the southern pert of the
TNF. The eligible rivers within this drainage are:

Big Granite Creak: Flowing from Warm Lakes region to its confluence
with the North Fork American River.

Little Granite Creek: Flowing from below Four Horse Flat to its confluence
with the North Fork American Wild River.

New York Canyon: Flowing from its headwaters to its confluanee with the
North Fork American Wild River.

North Fork of the North
Fork American River: Flowing from its branch confluence to its confluence

with the North Fork American Wild River.

The drainage is located within Placer County jurisdiction, There are a combined
total of 4,557 acres within the rivers corridors. This equates to 0 miles of recreational
river, 2 miles or scenic river, and 13 miles of wild river. All of the eligible rivers
within this drainage flow into the North Fork American Wild River, already included
in the National W~ld and Scenic River System.

Gold mining was the most common historic land use in this drainage, Europeans
first migrated into the drainage following the discovery of gold in 1848. The types
of historic sites in the drainage are mining features, communities, cemeteries.
ranches, way stations, sawmills, trails, roads, and ditches.

The common boundary between the Washoe and Nisenan territories is the North
Fork American River drainage.

The canyon walls are steep and the river corridors are rugged in character. Foot
trails are the primary access into the eligible river corridors. There are several
unimproved logging roads above the Big and Little Granite Creek segments. All
tour eligible rivers have steep canyon walls with steep stream gradients. Big Granite
Creek has the deepest canyon and has similar character to the North Fork American
River in its lower reaches. New York Canyon and the Noah Fork of the North Fork
American River have a very attractive series of waterfalls and plunge poo~s, Little
Granite Creek does not flow in a steep canyon until it drops off into the North
Fork American River. Volcenice form the ridges and upper slopes, and metasadi-
manta form the lower slopes and stream channels. The North Fork of the Noah
Fork American River supports a healthy rainbow trout bopulatJon. In the lower
reaches of New York Canyon, Gig Granite Creek, and Utt/e Granite Creek, rainbow
and brown trout are abundant, The gradient of the streams is extremely steep in
the upper reaches and less severe towards the streams confluence.
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Recreation use such as picnicking, fishing, recreational mining, and hiking is centered
around the trail access points. There are a few residents located along the rim of
the North Fork of the North Fork American River. SPI is the largest commercial
land holder within the drainage; They are actively logging their lands.

The plant life within the drainage includes riparian, foothill-woodland, and mixed-
conifer species. "l~ere are small patches of mixed conifer old-growth in the Big
Granite, Little Granite, and New York Canyon corridors. Portions of the Sugar Pine
Recsarch Natural Area (RNA) are found within and adjacent to the upper river
corrido~ of Uttle Granite Creek. There are no known occurrences of sensitive or
watch list plants or plant communities within the eligible river corridors. Plant surveys
of potential habitat have not been done within portions of the corridors.

Habitat for wildlife is varied within the North Fork American drainage. There is
potential cliff nesting habitat for prairie falcon and the federally endangered peregrine
falcon in the North Fork of the North Fork American River. There is late-successional
forest habitat in this area, and there is a large tract of black oak woodland along
Humbug Creek. Forest Service sensitive species that have been sighted in the
drainage include: California spotted owl and marten. In addition, suitable habitat
exists for the federally proposed California red-legged frog and Forest Service
send, re northwestern pond turtle, northern goshawk, and Pacific fisher. Other
wildlife species known to occur in the drainage include: pileated woodpecker,
blue grouse, bear, bobcat, mountain lion, and deer. In addition, the North Fork of
the North Fork American River is an excellent movement corridor for wildlife.

The majority of the drainage lies within a highly mineralized belt. The North Fork
of the North Fork American River is subject to heavy recreational placer gold mining.
There are no utility corridors, public facilities, graded roads, or special-uce permits
within the river corridors.
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Eligibility Study Classification
North Fork of the Middle Fork American River Drainage Map 2
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North Fork of Ihs Middle Fork American River Drainage

The Norlh Fork of the Middle Fork American River drainage is located in the extreme
southwestern portion of the Tahoe National Forest, The eligible rivers within this
drainage are:

The Norlh Fork of
the Middle Fork
American River: Flowing from Screwauger Canyon to its confluence

with the Middle Fork American River.

Grouse Creek: Flowing immediately above Grouse Falls to its conflu-
ence with ~he North Fork of the Middle Fork American
River.

Screwauger Canyon: Flowing from its confluence with Antoine Canyon to
the North Fork of the Middle Fork American River.

The drainage is located within Placer County jurisdiction. There are a combined
total of 6,115 acres within the rivers corridors, which equates to thirteen miles of
wild river, 2 miles of scenic river, and 0 mJJe8 of recreational dyer.

Gold mining was the most common historic land use in this drainage. Miners first
migrated into the area following the dLscovary of gold in 1848. Within the area,
dudng the gold rush, a trail was created that later became the famous Michigan
Bluff to Last Chance trail. ]~qis trail is listed on the National Register of Historic
p~aces. The types of historic site8 in the drainage are mining features, communities,
cemeteries, ranches, way stations, sawmills, trails, roads, and ditches.

There is limited developed road access into the river corridor. Mosquito Ridge
Road crosses the North Fork of the Middle Fork American River at a very steep
gorge. Access i8 primarily by foot trail. There are no community residential areas
within the river corridors. A telephone line crosses the North Fork of the Middle
Fork American River.

The canyons of the drainage are very rugged. Recreation consists of fishing,
camping, hiking, and recraa~icoal gold mining, There is a Reno-baeed time-shara
gold mining organization that brings shareholders to a section of the North Fork
of ~e Middle Fork American River for recreational mining excursions.

This drainage and the eligible streams are characterized by very deep and very
steep dramatic canyon walls. The water clarity is good and there are many water
features such as small falls, rapids, and plunge pools. In many areas there are
nice rocky ctiff formations and attractive vegetation within the narrow riparian zone.
The drainage is formed by vaicanics on the ridges and upper slopes, and by
metasedimants on the lower slopes. The river channels are welI-conflnsd in the
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uppe~ reaches wfth .steep upper slopes. Stream habitats are characterized by
long, shallow pools with frequent channel splitting. The fish habitat is excellent,
hosting an abundant population of rainbow trout and a few brown trout in the
lower reaches ~f the North Fork of the Middle Fork American River.

The vegetation along the dyer corridors includes riparian, foothill-woodland, and
mixed-conifer plant communities. There are no known threatened, endangered or
proposed plant species along these rivers. There are known Forest Service sens’~ive
plant occurrences of Lewisia serrate and Phacelia stebbinsfi. The watch list plants
Viola tomentose and Taxus brevifofia are also known to grow along these r’Ners.
There is high potential for other sensitive a~:l watch list pisnts to exL~t in un-suP/eyed
pofantiai habitat,

There are a variety of habitats for wildlife within the North Fork of the Middle Fork
American drainage, There is late-successional-forest habitat in this area. The
Federally endangered b~ld eagle occurs in the drainage, and suitable habitat for
¯ e Federally endangered peregrine falcon exists in Grouse Creek. Forest Service
sensitive species th~ have been sighted in the drainage include: California spotted
owl and northern goshawk. In addition, suitable habitat exists fo~ the Forest Service
sensitive northwestern pond turtle and Pacific fisher. Other wildlife species known
to occur in ~he drainage include: golden eagle, bear, and dear.

The drainage is located in the northern area of the "Mother Lode" ( a belt of auriferous
gravels). Placer gold mining is common within the Nodh Fork of the Middle Fo~k
American River. The ridge tops of the drainage are harvested regularly for timber.
"l~ere are several active and recent timber sales within the Serewauger Canyon
river corridor,
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The Upper Rubicon Drainage

The upper Rubicon River drainage is located in the southeast extremity of the
Forest, although it lies on the western aide of the Sierra crest. The North Fork of
the Middle Fork American River Drainage Map on page IV-51 illustrates the river
drainage location. The eligible river within this drainage is the Rubicon River, from
one mile above Hellhole Reservoir to the Granite Chief Wilderness boundary. The
majority of the upper Rubicon River drainage is located within the jurL~li~on of
Placer County. The portion of river corridor just above the Granite Chief Wildernoss
boundary is within El Dorado County,

"Fnera are a combined total of 3,193 acres within the river corridor. This equates
to a total of 4 miles of scenic river, and 6 miles of wild river, and 0 miles of recreational
river.

The Rubicon River corridor was not subject to the intensive mining that the other
eligible rivers were. Evidence is emerging that the river corridor may have been
used as bert of the Washoa trading routes.

The drainage is very accessible in the upper part via a system of Forest Service
and c~Jnty roads. Access to the Rubicon River itself is limited to the Rubicon
Jeep Trail.

There are no communities, utility corridors, or developed recreation facilities within
the river corridor. The majority of the river corddor is located on public land although
there is a large percentage of private commercial timberland dispersed throughout
the area,

Recreation within the corridor is remote. Hiking and fishing are light. The road
system in the upper reaches is a popular jeep trail that is used for an annual
intemafionally known jeep trek. The jeep trek is oansidered one of the premier
off-road recreation opportunities available in the Sierra Nevada, The upper Rubicon
River drainage is characterized by rugged glaciated terrain with many areas of
bare rock. The canyon is broad with bare rook falls and clumps of vegetation. The
Rubicon River segment is fairly short characterized by long fiat stretches. There
are some a(ass with steep stream gradients with a series of small falls and plunge
pools.

The plants within the corridor include riparian, mixed conifer, and subalpine species.
Riparian plants grow along the river banks and contein deciduous trees and shrubs.
Riparian vegetation is also found in other areas of the dyer corridor that are moist
end shaded. There are p(~kets of old growth within the river corridor. There are
no known occurrences of sensitive or watch list plants within the river corridor,
atthough potential habitat has not been surveyed.
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The upper Rubicon drainage is rugged and steep. The geomorphology of the
area is typified by granitics with rock outcrops, as well as some metamorphica.
The headwaters of the Rubicon are characterized by long, straight runs, with riffles
and frequent pools. The Rubicon River supports a healthy population of rainbow
trout. E~oulders, whitewater, and undercut banks provide excellent fish habitat.
There ere no threatened or endangered fish species identified within the eligible
river.

There are no known federally endangered, threatened, or sensitive wildife species
in the Rubicon drainage. However, there is scattered late-successional red fir
habitat, one island in the flood plain, and small, scattered meadows, potentially
providing habitat for the Forest Service sensitive northern goshawk, Sierra Nevada
red fox, and marten.

The river corridor has been logged extensively on private land.
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CHAPTER V
ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES

Introdu¢|lon

This chapter forms the sclentffio and analytlo basis for comparison of the altarnatives.
It is important to note that effects analyzed in this chapter relate to alternatives
developed regarding the suitability of the study rivers for inclusion in the Nationa~
Wild and Scenic Rivers System, and not for specific projects within the study areas.

The evak~ation generally describes impacts occurring within the 1/2-mJJe-wide
corddor (quarter mile on each side of the riverbank) except where impacts would
occur beyond the corridor. Designation or lack of designation of a stream to the
National Wild and Scenic River System would not represent a significant change
from the present situation for:

-Air Quality
-Disability Access
-Floodplains

Appendix C, wild and scenic river management guidel’tnea, descdbea the type and
level of activity considered compstible with recommended classification. The
management standards were used as the basis to evaluate the alternatives. Agency
guidelines for segments classified wild would place restrictions on a number of
activ’~ies, Including timber management, structures, access, and utilities. New
mining claims would be precluded. The eligible wild segments are along Canyon
Creek, Lavezzola Creak, Empire Creek, Downie River, Middle Yuba River, lower
South Yube River, North Fork of the North Fork American River, Big Granite Creek,
New York Canyon, Grouse Creek, Sct’ewauger Canyon, North Fork of the Middle
Fork American River, and the Rubicon River.

The designation of wild streams would have significantly more effect on restricting
land uses such as roads and utilities than designation of streams classified as
scenic or recreation+ A wild ckassiflcetion would virtually prevent new land uses
and restrict the expansion of any existing ones. New land uses on streams classified
either scenic or recreation would require mitigation measures as needed to minimize
impacts on outstandingly remarkable dyer resource values.

Water Quality and Quantity

Many of the resource values within the study drainages depend on or are enhanced
by the unimpeded flow of the rivers. Typical threats to a river’s frse-flowing character
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include: stream channelization fo~ flood and erosion control or shoreline develop-
ment; water diversion for agricultural, municipal, or other uses; and construction
of dams to produce electricity, provide municipal and irrigation water supplies, or
provide flood protection.

Implementation of any of the aiternativea discussed in this sectk~n would have a
minimal effect, if any, on the quality of water available for the beneficial uses discussed
previously in the Affected Environment. he Tahoe National Forest (TNF) and
Bureau of Land Management (BLM) strives to minimize adverse impacts to water
quality by using the tools and techniques designed with the State Water Quality
Control Board.

Alternative A: hers is a potential to improve water quality in the segments
classified as wild because these areas would be closed to
new mining claims. Current mineral-extrection activities could
continue, but there may be opportunities to regulate activities
to minimize sediment delive~j to streams, his alternative
could also lead to a degradar~n of water quality if more
recreationists are attracted to the rivers. With higher use and
limited sanitary facilities, bacterial levels could increase. No
other water quality parameters would be affected.

One of the benefits to water quality would be that Streamside
Management Zones would be widened for certain rivers if
they are selected, ff a river is designated as a wild and scenic
river, it will be classified as a Class I stream (as defined in
TLRMP). The SMZ width for Class I streams is 150 to 300
feat depending on stream channel and bank conditfons.
SMZs are managed to benefit riparian dependent resources
and no timber harvest is scheduled within SMZs.

The following streams ere currently classified as Class I
streams:North Yuba River; Macklin Creek; Downis River;
South Yuba River; Canyon Creek; Oregon Creek; New York
Ravine; Screwauger Canyon; Middle Yuba Rk, er; Rubicon
River; East Fork Creek; and the North Fork Middle Fork
American River.

Any of these streams that would be designated as wild and
scenic rivers would have no change in SMZ widths.

Empire Creek, Lavezolla Creek, Pauley Creek, Fordyce Creek,
Humbug Creek and the North Fork North Fork of the American

V-2
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River are currantiy classified Class II streams. Any of the~e
that would be designated as wild and scenic rivers would
have their SMZ widths increased by 50 feet on either side of
the stream.

Grouse Creek, New York Canyon, and e~g and Uttle Granite
Creeks are currently classified Class III streams. Any of these
designated as wild and scenic rivers would have their SMZ
widths increased by 100 feet on either side of the stream.

As mentioned in the Affected Environment, there am proapeo-
tive major dam sites on the North, Middle, and South Yube
Rivers, and Canyon Creek. Even though at this time these
sites are uneconomical, future water needs could make some
of these sites more feasible. Many of the other smaller streams
also have potential small hydrcelectific dam sites that wo~JId
be precluded fi’om development if this aiternetive is selected.
Selection of this alternative would have the greatest negative
impact on future developmsdt of water supply, flood protection
and hydroelectric power of any of the active alternatives.
Existing water rights and diversions would not be affected.

Alternetlve B: The existing levals of water quality would remain if the no-action
alternative is selected. However selection of this alternative
would allow dams to be built in the future. Stream flow is
required to provide habitat needs of native fish and game
species. Channel form and function can be impaired if flows
are changed significantly as can happen when dams are
beiif, fisheries and wildlife habitat could be dethmentaily
impacted. However before any dams are built, extensive
environmental analysis will be required to address these
impacts.

Altematlvas
C,D,E: Since no segments would be recommended as wild, mining

activity would conlinue and could increase. An increase In
mining activity could lead to higher sediment production,
negatively impacting water quality. However the same impact
cou!d occur under AJtsmative B since current policy does
allow for mineral extraction in many of the rivers.

As in Alternative A, designation of a particular river could
result in higher recreational use resulting in increased bacterial
levels. Assuming the North and South Yuba River would

V-3
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attract the highest number of reo’estionists, AiternstJve C
would probably pose the highest risk, followed by Alternative
D, then Alternative E, based on recreational values. The other
rivers are more remote and less easily accessed.

In terms of enhanced riparian ~d water quality protection,
there would be no change in Alternefive C since the proposed
rivers are all Class I. In AJternatlve D, Empire Creek, Lavezzola
Creek, Pauley Creek and the NFNFAR would be modified
from Class II to I and New York Canyon and Grouse Creek
would be modified from Class III to Class I. In Affernative E,
Fordyce Creek, Humbug Creek, NFNFAR would be modified
from Class II to Class I and New York Canyon and Grouse
Creek would be modified from Class III to Class L

In terms of water supply, power production and flood protec~don
impacts, AlterneWe E would be the least impactive since
none of the river reaches with proposed dam sites are
proposed for designation. Altsrnative D would be the most
restrictive only allowing dam construction on the South Yuba
while Alternative C would preclude dam construction on the
North Yuba River, Lower South Yuba River, and Canyon
Creek, but allow for dam construction on the Upper South
and Middle Yuba Rivers as well as dam sites dowoatream
from Eng~ebright Reservoir on the main stem of the Yube
River. In terms of flood conb’ol the Corp~ of Engineers 1990
study did not recommend new dame on the South Yuba
River or Middle Yuba River. Therefore Alternative C while
precluding dam contrucfion would not be preluding a ma~or
flood control element for the Corp~ of Engineers to protect
the Mapjsville, Yuba City area. Alternative C would not require
significant regulated flow increases for the recreational, scenic,
and historic outstandingly remarkable values on the lower
South Yuba River.

Alternative F: Since some segments would remain wild the benefits to
water quality in terms of lower sediment levels and turbidity
would be the same as in Alternative A. However the major
mineral extraction areas along the South, Middle, North Yuba
Rivers and Canyon Creek, are not included in this alternative.
Curnul~Lively this alternative would provide less benefit to
downstream beneficial users than Alternative A, in terms of
sediment. The bacterial increase concerns are similar to
those discussed in Alternative A. The impact could be more
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than Alternative E and probably similar to Alternative D based
on access and current recreational use.

In terms of enhanced riparian and water quality i:xatectJon,
Empire Creek, Lavezzola Creek, Pauley Creek, Forclyee Creek,
and the NFNFAR would be modified frorrl Class II to I and
Big and little Granite Creeks, New York Canyon and Grouse
Creek would be modified from Class III to Class I.

All of the rivers with major potential dam sites are excluded
in this alternative. "I’ve segments on the Rubicon Rive~ and
Fordyce Creek are shortened to allow for increaasd capacity
at Hell Hole and Spaulding Reservoirs should the existing
dams be raised. This would eliminate the impact to future
improvements at these sites.

Landowners and Land Use

Federal condemnation authority has been identified as a major concem of private
landowners through public scoping. Because there are considerable private land
holdings within the study boundaries of some of the rivers, it is important that the
impact of designation on private land be clearly discussed,

US Department of interior and US Department of Agriculture Interagency manage-
ment guidelines and the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act s~,te that all existing uses
and development at the time of designation would be ~llowed to continue. A set
of standards, Appendix C. discuss astivtiies that are considered compatible with
Wild and Scenic designation. Any new actiV~tias whiCh are within standards are
generally acceptable. ~ guiding determination is whether the activity or uses
affect the outstandingly remarkable values of the rivers,

The Wild and Scenic Rivers Act prohibits the Secretaries of Interior and Agriculture
from acquiring fee title to private land by condemnation if more than 50 percent of
the acreage within a river corridor is owned by the federal or state government.
See table V-1 for rivers with more than 50 percent public ownership and rivers
with lass than 50 percent public ownarship. Public ownership in this case includes
federal agencies (U.S.Forest Service and Bureau of Land Management) and state
government. Condemnation is permitted, however, for clearing title and acquiring
scenic and other easements that are reasonably necessary to provide public access
to a river or to protect the outstandingly remarkable {OR) values when they are
threatened. The federal government may, however, purchase land from willing
sellers. The Bureau of Land management has a policy of no condamnation on the
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South Yuba River and State Parks will purchase Private land only on a wil~ing
seller basis.

Table V-1

Rivers by Public Ownership over 50% and less then 50%

Canyon Creek 99% pul~ic
Lavezz~a Creek 89% Public
Paul~y Creek 98% Public
Empire Creek ~2~ Public
Downle River 91% Public
New York Ravine 67% Public
Nodh Yuba River 79~ Public

Middle Yuba River 63% Public Oregon Creek 44% Public
MaCklin Creek 51% Public East Fork Creek 34% Public

L~wer South Yuba River 57% Public Upper S~th Yub~ F~/er 38% Public
Humbug Creek 59% Pubic Fordyce Creek 47% Pubik~

v-e
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Condemnation for scenic easements would be considered when outstandingly
remarkable values are impacted or threatened. Purchase of private tends from
willing sellers would be preferred over scenic easements in most cases. Aftho~Jgh
r~t required, private landowners would be encouraged to manage their lands in a
way that protec~ the outstanding values of the river corridor. Counties have the
responsibility and author(o/ through zoning to regulate and encourage the
management and uses on private lands. Because all private landowners would be
encouraged to continue present land uses and to use the standards in Appendix
A as a guide for future land uses and developments, designation would maintain
c~rrent land use trends and would maintain present lifestyles.

Designation would place no restrictions on the disposal of private lands. Violations
of water qual~ laws by private landowners are presently the responsibility of local
and state governments and this would remain unchanged.

While State and local land use regulations and zoning, not federal guidelines,
regulate the private land uses within recommended river corridors, proposals for
new development could be indirectly impacted by the fact that adjacent public
lands are recommended. Land use activities on private property that would
irretrievably destroy outstandingly remarkable resource values may prompt Forest
Service interest to acquire pdvste parcels preventing loss of those values. Land
acquisition would be on a willing seller basle. Generally, the potential effects on
~and use and future land development vary with each designation on National
Forest System land. The wild c~assiflcation would be the most restrictive and the
recreational classification the feast restrictive. Impacts on private fend from increased
use along recommended rivers may include trespass, littering, vandalism, and
sanitation problems. Another concern to private land owners is access. Access to
private land often ragu~’es the use of National Forest System Land. W~h or without
river designation, these issues can be a problem for private landowners where
public use is increasing. A management plan is required within three years of river
designation. River management plans address private land impacts and develop
actions to reduce these impacts where ever possible. The following discusses the
impacts to land use and ownership by alternative.

Alternative A This a~tsrnativa has the highest potential to impact land use
because all twenty-two rivers are recommended. Additionally,
this alternative recommends the greatest number of wild
rivers. Wild dvar designation would include more constraints
or restrictions on land uses. The significanca of this effect is
somewhat theoretical because it is tempered by the remote-
ness and low potential for e wide range of land uses. This
alternativa would also have the highest potential for affecting

V-7
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private lend uses because ell of the eligible streams sre
recommended for designation.

Under this alternative, Forest Service costs wou~d be the
highest for land use c~ordination including Iooeting property
~ines ak:~g those rivers with large tra~’ts of private land.
Generally, dyers that are now predominately in public owner-
ship would be less c~omplex and costly to manage as wild
and scenic rivers then those rivers with extensive, mixed
ownership. Several of the proposed river corridors contain
high percentages of private property.

Designation, particularly wild segments, could restrict future
development of utilities such as highways, railroads, electrical
transmission lines, sewer lines, and gas/oil lines in the future.

Alternative B There would be no immediate impact because no rivers are
recommended for designation. In the long term, non-
dss~gnation does not necessarily ir~sure that there will be no
impact to existing a~d proposed land uses. A large water
development project wou~d preclude or e/iminate other land
uses. Water-project developers typically relocate existing
land uses and acquire the private land necessary to build e
dam. The merit of any water project would be weighed agains~
potential environmental impacts and impacts to land uses in
an Envirenmental Impact Statement

Alternative C This alternative would have low to moderate impacts on land
uses. Three rivers are recommended wJt~’) a total of 114 miles
or about 38 % of Alternative A in river miles. Designation of
the North Yuba River would have little impact on future land
uses because the majodty of the dyer is classified as
recreational. There could be some indirect effects on harvesting
timber on private land. Most of the private land owners are
concentrated in three communities where local land-use
decisions would continue under IQcal jurisdictions, There
could be some indirect affects on harvesting private land due
to additional public concerns. However, the visual sensitivity
of these lands ere well known and already receive county
and community emphasis. The Lower South Yuba River is
recommended for a mix of recreation and scenic designation
which could modify or restrain some future tend uses. This
river has the highest potential for indirecl effects from public
use described above. If recommended, the required manage-
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merit plan would cleady address ways to mitigate the potential
effects of trespass~ vandalism, litter, and eartit~tio~l problems.

Alternative D This alternative would have moderate effects on land uses.
While this alternative has a third lass river miles than Alternative
A, the potential effects would be far less because the wild
rivers are all classified as scenic. Additionally, this alternative
does not include the South Yuba River, which has b~oader
private land and public-uas co{Icarus than the other rivers.
The lower reach of the Middle Yube River has some potential
for additional public-use conflicts where access to the river
crosses pdvate land.

Alternative E This alternative would have little effect on land uses in general
because the streams recommended are short in length with
little development. There would be constraints on future
land-use opportunities along those streams which are classified
as wild. While the recreation classification on the upper So~th
Yuba River has fewer constraints, the river parallels an
important transportation and utility corridor. There is a wide
variety of important land uses already allowed within this
corridor. The direction outlined in the TLFIMP is to oo,ncantrete
additional uses within this corr{dor.

Alternative F This alternative would have a low to moderate effect on land
use. Several rivers are classified wild, which would limit land
use management as discussed in the previous altarnetivas.
Uses along a few of the atrearns, like Big Granite Creek and
Little Granite Creek, could be indirectly affected by private
landholders logging within a wild and scenic river corridor.

Timber Management

While timber management activities could continue on public land within designated
wild and scenic river corridors under scenic and recreation designations, no timber
hanrsating is allowed on public land in the river corridor under s wild designation.
There would be minor reductions of timber outputs and additional timber sale
preparation and administration costs to assure compatibil~ with scenic and
recreation river objectives. Timber m~nagement activities within the river corridors
would be seoondar~ to protection and enhancement of the outstandingly remediable
river resource values. Typically, scenic fryers are managed for rsgulatiol~ class 3
outputs and recreation rivers are managed for regulation class 2 outputs. Timber
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in the half mile river corr’~:for of a wild river would be removed from the regulated
forest timber base.

The TLRMP regulation classes are defined below:

Regulation Class 1 - Lands are managed under even-aged management,
with short rotations (50 to 100 years) and intensive
management practices, plus other resource velcaa
and outputs.

Regulation Class 2 - Lands are managed to co-emphasize nonforest
resources end even-age forest management. An
example is even-age management on a long (150
year) rotation meeting partial retention and spotted
owl habitat requirements.

Regulation Class 3 - Lands are managed to meet visual retention and
watershed SMZ objectives. "rhe forest cutting level is
about 5% of the current inventory per decade.

The effects of each alternative are determined by the amount and regulation class
of commercial timber land within the corridor of each proposed wild & scenic
river. The effect will a~so be determined by the proposed classification of each
river corridor (wild, scenic, or recreation).

In the TLRMP, ~here are SMZs (Streamside Management Zones) established for
each of the proposed rivers of 100 to 3(30 feet. ]-he SMZs amount to about eight
to twanty-three percent of the area within the proposed river corndors. No timber
harvesting ~ currently allowed within SMZs. If a river is designated as a wild and
scenic rivar, it will also be classified as a Class I stream (as defined in ]’LRMP).
The SMZ width for Class t streams is 150 to 300 feet depending on stream channel
and bank conditions.

"~e following streams are currently classified as Class I streams; North Yuba River;
Macklin Creek; Downie River; South Yuba River; Canyon Creek; Oregon Creek;
New York Ravine; Screwaugar Canyon; Middle Yuba River; Rubicon River; East
Fork Creek; and the North Fork Middle Fork American River.

Any of these streams that would be designated as wild and scenic rivers would
have no change in SMZ widths.

Empire Creek, Lavezzola Creek, Pauly Creek, Fordyce Creek, Humbug Creek and
the North Fork North Fork of the American River are currently c~assifled C~ass tl
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streams. Any of these that would be designated as wild and scenic rivers would
have their SMZ widths increased by 50 fe~ on either side of the stream.

Grouse Creek, New York Canyon, and Big and Little Granite Creeks are c~Jrrently
classified Class Ill streams. Any of these designated as wild and scenic rivers
would have their SMZ widths increased by 100 feet on either side of the stream.

Two major issues have caused a reduction in timber harvesting on the Taho6
National Forest. Current interim guidelinas for the protection of the California spotted
owl have contributed to the reduction of timber volumes sok:l resulting in timber
harvest below the Annual Sale Quantity (ASQ) in the TLRMP, An Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) for management of the California spotted owl is being
completed and when finalized will amend the TLRMP. The direction for timber
management and ASQ for timber harvest could be changed.

National direction to reduce clearcutting has also had a downward effect on ASQ.
This is due to the fact that the ASQ in the TLRMP was based on even-aged
management and short (50 - 100 year) rotations with an average of 2046 acres
per year of clearcut harvesting. Current management practices emphasize more
uneven aged management and longer rotations.

The potential reduction in ASQ from any of the action alternatives will be small
when compared to the impacts of current management guidelines and direction
as listed above. The impact is small because:

a} A wild classification is the only classification that prohibits forest management
and timber harvesting within the one-half-mile-wide dyer corridor. Forest manage-
ment may be allowed, but only where it enhances or protects the dver’s outstandingly
remarkable values.

b) A scenic or recreational classification will cha~ge timber harvest outputs very
little from current levels. This is due to the fact that management direction for
these classifications is very ctose to current management direction.

c) There are a limited number of acres of Regulation Class 1 in the proposed river
corridors. Classification of rivers as scenic or recreational, allows forest management
and timber harvesting to continue, although harvesting will be designed to protect
each river’s outstandingly remarkable value(s).

Timber Management on Private Land

Timber management and harvesting can take place on private land as long as the
river’s values are protected. Timber Harvest Plans (THPs) for private land wi~in a
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wild & scenic river corridor must address the impacts to river values of any harvesting
within 200 feet of the river. Impacts to scenic values of harvesting outside the L~00
foot corridor are addressed in the cumulative impacts assessment section of the
THP.

Rivers recommended as wild, scenic, or recreational will become "Special Treatment
Areas" under State of California Forest Practice rules. Special Treatment Areas are
defined as those areas that contain one or more algnil3cant resource features that
may be at risk during forest operations. Tn~s includes areas within 200 feet of a
recommended wild, scenic or recreational river. Timber harvest operations within
these areas must be compatible with the objectives for which the areas were
established. Tl~is means that fimber management practices on p~ivata land must
protect the outstandingly remarkable values for which the river was ~’ecommended
under the Wild and Scenic Rivem Act.

Tile following is a discussion of the potential impacts to timber barveatJng:

Altsrnatlva A Alternative A would have the most impact on timber harvesting.
All fr~er segments classified as wild, would have no future
timber harvesting within the designated one haft mile wide
cort~dor. Segments cJassifed as scenic, would have modified
timber harvasfing aitowed within the classiifed corridor,
Intensive even-aged management may not be allowed within
the designated corridor. "l]mbar harvest volumes per acre
would be reduced from the TLRMP ASQ volumes for all acres
of Regulation Class 1 and 2 lands. The hameat volumea
within corridors classified as recreational may decline slightly.
Most types of forest management practices are allowed as
long as they protect the outstandingly remarkable values for
which the rivers were recommended.

]]tuber management activities within the river corridors would
be secondary to protection end enhancement of other
resources. Designation would not change the suitable forest
land base, except for rivers classified wild. For those rivers
c~assifed as wild, the commemial timber in the oneohatf-mile-
wide river corridor would be removed from the regulated
forest land base. For those rivers recommanded as scenic or
recreationst a special emphasis would be placed on p~ota~-~ting
and enhancing outstandingly remarkable resource values.
Timber management practices would include thinning,
sanitation]selvage cutting, and other silvicultural cutting
practises. Clear-cutting would not be used except as needed
to treat insect/disease or safety problems.
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Altematlve B Present timber management and harvesting would continue,
All lands suitable for timber management in the TLRMP will
continue to be suitable.

Alternative C This alternative would have the second lowest impact on
timber management of all action alternatives. Tl~e major impact
will be in the proposed corridor on Canyon Creek. About
3000 acres within the Canyon Creek corridor are suitable for
intensive even-aged timber management (regulation class 1)
in the TLRMP, If Canyon Creek is reconnmanded as a scenic
river, timber management practices and ha~eating would be
modified to protect the outstandingly remarkal:de rascrJrce
values in the corridor. Intensive management wo~ld not be
practiced on all of the acres now recommended fo~ such
management. ]-his corridor is not being actively managed at
bhe present time, due to the lack of roaded access and the
high ¢o~t of building roads into the corridor. ~herefore the
impact of designating Canyon Creek is lower than that
indicated by a comparison with TLRMP ASQ.

The impact of designation of the other rivers in this alternative
is minim~ because almcet all acres in the proposed corridors
are regulation class 2 or lower. Since all of the proposed
dyer segments would be classified as either scenic or
r~reational rivers, the haP#astJng on regulation class 2 and 3
lands would not be significantly different than what is specified
in current management direction.

Alternative D This alternative would have the most effect on forest ASQ
a~ter Alternative A. The impact on ASQ is primarily in the
Canyon Creek, Middla Yuba River and Downie River corridors.
These all have large acreages of regulation class 1 and 2
lands. All three of these dver corridors have little roaded
access and developing access is costly. None of these
corridors are currently under active fimber management. The
management of regulation class 1 lands in dyer corridors
classified as scanio would have to be modified to protect
river values. The ASQ prescribed in the TLRMP would be
reduced. This alternative would reduce the timber harvest in
these corridors from the ASQ in the Forest Land and Resource
Management Plan.

Alternative E This alternative would affect the fewest acres of timber land
scheduled for timber harvest in the TLRMP. The river corridors
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in this alternative have a small number of acres suitable for
timber harvesting so designation of wild, scenic or r~:.reational
rivers will have a minimal affect on scheduled timber harvest
and management. The corridors ~ere timber management
would ba affected are South Yuba River, New York Ravine,
North Fork of North Fork American River, Grouse Creek, and
North Fork of Middle Fork American River.

Alternative F This alternative would affect fewer acres than Alternative A
and D but more than in Alternatives B, C, and E. The effect
of this alternative on timber management and harvesting is in
the middle of the range of affects of all aitarnatJves considered
in detail. Timber harvesting would be most af~cted on the
Downie River, Empire Creek, Nor~ Fork of Middle Fork
American River, Screwaugar Canyon and Pauley Creek.
Regulation class I lands wouldn’t be intenaive~y managed
and harvest prescriptions would be modified. Regulation
class 2 lands may have prescriptions modified to protect
river values. There will be minimal effect on timber harvesting
of the other rivers in this alternative.

Regulation Class by Alternative
Table V-2

The affects of each alternative are determined by the amount of commercial timber
land (measured in acres) within the proposed river corridors. The commercial
timber land is managed under regulafion classes.

Effects sltown by acres of regulation class where outputs will decrease from Forest
Plan projections. Decreases will depend on classification level recommended.

Rag Class A B C D E        F

1 5927 0 3326 5333 ! t014 1426

2 5855 0 1045 4791 936 3533

3 10007 0 6933 9288 1302 1857

Total 21789 0 11304 19412 3252 6816

I --01 1 51 5
1-011515



Range Resources

Uvssfock grazing is maoaged in accordance with the TLflMP standards and
guidelines and individual allotment management plans. The objective is to develop
management strategies to bring all range lands to s~sfantory or better condition.
A1~ough current levels of I~vsstock grazing are ganeral~y ~oasidered compatible
with wild and scenic river designation, desigas~tion could result in increased public
use for a period as described in the section on r~orastion. Additional public usa
increases the potential for conflicts between livestock grazing and recreation use,
and could result in changing or reducing livestock grazing within the recommended
dvar corridors to resolve any possible conflicts resulting fi’om designation. The
Gold Valley, Willow Creek, American Hill, Bowman, Canyon Creek, Duncan Sailor,
Deadwood, Mosquito Ridge, Hellhole, and Oregon Creek grazing allof~ant impacts
would be minimal because the majority of grazing is co~fined to the ridge tops
(the stock have problems navigating the steep canyon walls).

Mineral Resources

The impact of river designation on mineral development, gold mining in particular,
would be directly proportional to the mineral resources availabls within a particular
drainage. There would be more impacts on the development of mineral resources
and on-going mining along wild rivers. Management under a wild classification
would eliminate new claim locations, Miners with existing valid claims prior to
designation could continue mining within recommended wild sections. Mineral
operations on streams classified as scenic or recreational could be required to
modify operations in order to mitigate effect~ on the outstandingly remarkable
values. Modifications would be determined on a case-by-case basis where effects
on river values are identified, Modifications to mining operations may vary from
minor to significa~ in nature, Designation of a river could cause additional
requirements or constraints from other government agencies such as the State
Fish and Game Department which regulates stream dredging or the Corp~ of
Engineers who administers Section 404 of the Clean Water Act.

Future placer and hardrcok mines and mining activities could be affe~led in any
alternative ~f they happen to be located within the quarter mile-corridor on each
side of the river. River designation would be the most restrictive for propased new
roads and other dalm or mining developments.

Recommended dyers would preclude future major reservoir development and,
therefore, would preclude inundation of mineral resources upstream fTom potential
dam sites, The following describes th~ impacts to mineral resources by alternative.
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Alternative A This alternative would have the highest potential impact on
minerel-resources development on those streams claesified
as wik~ that have substantial mining activity along them at
this time. As discussed above, wild designation has the
greatest impact on present gold mining activities within the
half mile stream corridor as well as on f~ture mineral-rasourcas
development.

Alternative B This aitarnative would have no immediate new effects or
impacts on mining and mineral-resources development.
However, non-designetion does not necessarily insure that
there will be no impacts on mineral resources in the long
term. A water-storage facility would wsolude existing and
proposed mineral development. Water projects typically result
in withdrawal of the project area from mineral entry, and
exis~ng claims are either contested or acquired to prevent
conflict with the project. The likelihood of water tecJlities
affecting claims is dependent upon the water development
potential on a particuisr stream. With no formal large water
devalopment proposals imminent, non-designation is likeJy to
have less impact on mineral devalopreant than designation.

Alternative C This alternative would have light impacts on exis~ng mineral
resource development on the TNF because there are only
three dyers recommended. The two segments PJessified as
wild have besn modified from wild to a scenic classification.
The necessity to modify existing mining operations are likely
to be limited because existing Forest Service plan of operation
requirements are probably adequate in most cases.

Alternative D This alternative would have light to moderate impacts on
existing mineral resource development. The rivers originally
classified as w~ld are changed to scenic in this alternative so
there would not be major changes to the nature of existing
operations. As discussed above, there is the possibility that
individual oparatom would be required to modify operations
to protect outstandingly remarkable river resource values.

Alternative E This alternative would have slight impacts on existing minerals
resources development because the rivers recommended in
this alternative have few mining astivities. An exception is the
North Fork of the North Fork American River, where some
mining aotivites occur along the wild segment. The remainder
of the streams have low intensity mining activity and modifios-
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tions may be required to protect outstandingly remarkable
river resource veJuas.

Alternative F This alternative would have light to m~clarate impacts on
existing mineral-resources development. Three dvers with
existing mineral operations are recommended for a wild
classification. The impacts on these three stream,s could be
substantial as discussed above, The rest of the rivers either
have no mining operations or are recommended for recreation
or scenic classification, which would have less impacts on
existing or future operations.

Recreation

Alternative A It is estimated that a small to moderate short-term Increase
in recreation use would occ~Jr along the rivers with national
designation. Over time it is expected that recreation use will
return close to the current rate of use. The basic attractions
of each dyer will be the resin long-term determinant of actual
recreation use. Generally, the rivers with good access,
developed recreation facilities, and water attractions for fishing,
swimming, rafting, kayaking, and water play are likely to get
more of the increased use. The North and South Yuba Rivers
specifically would be expected to get mo~e attention due to
the roaded access and recreation opportunities already
available. Both of these rivers already receive high use and
could handle moderate increases in the future. The low flows
dudng the summer season would be considered consistent
with the water play and other summer water use activities
identified as outstandly remarkable recreation. Significant
new flow requirements would not a requirement of river
designation on the lower South Yuba River. The rest of the
rivers have few roaded access points and require more effort
to visit by the public. For these rivers, recreation use may
increase around access points, causing some overcrowding.

With designation of all twenty-two rivers there would be a
substantial change in the recreetian opportunity settings
(ROS), particularly for those rivers recommended for a wild
designation. In many cases the present setting is being
managed for roaded natural conditions and the wild designa-
tion would change to managing for primitive conditions. See
Table V-2 for a comparison of alternatives by ROS Class.
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The North and South Yuba Rivers, w~ioh are included in this
alternative, would provide an additional boost to overall tourism
in the area. Formal designation of the rivers would attract
additional use and also provide additional ways for local
communities to market their recreation opportunities and
attractions. Since the projected increase in use is expected
to be small to moderate, the potential boost to tourism should
be seen as a supplement to the existing business and not as
a major new boom. nls summer capacity is usually full for
private facititias, so the main benefit may be opportunities to
provide additional off season attra~3tions. The other rivers
could help supplement some of the tourism appeal but not
nearly to the same extent as the North and South Yube Rivers.

AJternatlve B Recreation use would continue with the existing situation
and, initially, there would be no c~nangse, In the absence of
wator impoundments or diversions, this alternative would
have no new effects on recreation on National Forest System
lands or private lands, Recreation use wo~ld increase
moderately over time as projected in the TLRMP.

The construction of dams would dramaitcally change the
nature of recreational opportunities. With a dam there would
be a shift of recreation opportun~es to still-water boating
activities and, depending on the size of reservoir created,
could include ~ishing, general boating, water skiing, and sailing.
The recreation setting for remote rivers would change from
wild or semi-primitive to roeded natural or rural settings
depending on the degree of marina and intensive recreation
facility development. Where dams were built, the existing
river recreation opportunities would be replaced w’~h reservoir
recreation activities as described above, In terms of recreation
demand, both activities, river recreation and still water
recreation, are in high demand and continue to grow. The
actual amount of recreation opportunities provided by a
reservoir development vary widely depending o~ the slope of
the shoreline and the number of realistic access points to the
reservoir. Recreation in semi-primitive motorized, non-
motorized, and wild settings have been identified in the TLRMP
as unable to meet future derr~nd due to the lack of available
acres. River recreation in the recreation opportunity settings
of semi-primitive motorized, semi-primitive non-motorized and
wild can be considered to be in a shortage category. River
recreation activities in roaded natural settings are also very
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popular and receive high levels of use and would continue to
increase in the future.

Small hydreelantric projects could be built on any of the
streams under coasidereti~n. The main impacts from these
projects would be e change in the frse-flowing characteristics
of the river and a new development. Small hydroelectric
projects normally in~ude an area where water is diverted, a
p~peline for some distance, a small powerhouse, power lines,
and associated roads for consfruc’don and continuing access
to the project.

Alternative C The effects for the North and lower South Yuba Rivam
described in Alternative A would be the same. Designation of
these two rivers would emphasize increased recreation use
to e moderate degree and help promote tourism for local
communities. The third river, Canyon Creek, would be
managed for scenic classification, but recreation use would
remain semi primitive due to the remote location and rough
access. This alternative would not emphasize managing for
primitive settings but the more remote sections of the rivers
would remain relatively primitive. The scenic classification
wou~d continue to maintain the remote ro~Jgh ro~d or trail
access to the steep canyons in just a few places. Motorized
access to the rivers on rough dirt roads and semi-primitive
motorized activities in the remote areas would conifnue at
about the same level, which is faidy low use. In this alternative
there would be no sh~ in ROS classes because the wild
segments are recommended for scenic designation.

For those rivers not recommended for dealgnation in this
alternative, the effects are similar to those de,,~ribed in
Alternstive B. The free-f, owing chars~;tar of the rivers could
be ohanged over time and if changed, recreation use wo~Jld
change as well. In general, recreation use would continue as
is.

Alternative D The effects of dasignation for the North and Middle Yuba
Rivers would be similar to the effects of designation described
in Alternative A. Designation of the North Yuba would
emphasize increased recreation use to a moderate degree
and help promote tourism for local communities in ~erta
County. The other tributaries to the North Yuba Rive~ are
also recommended and would provide additional support for
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increased tourism with a likely emphasis on day use and
interpretaiton of the older forest ecosystem found In this
area. 1;3ese rivers have fairly remote access and it is likely
that more trails would be developed. Motorized access for
mining c~aims would also be recognized and addressed in
development of a management plan.

In this alternative there would be a moderate shift in recreation
settings provided from roadad nat~Urai ecd sarni-prirn~ve
motorized to primitive beceusa several rivers in this alternative
are recommended for a wild classification. See table V-2 for
a cornpadson of ROS settings. For those dyers not recom-
mended, the consequences are similar to Alternative B. The
free-flowing character coul~ change over time and if changed,
recreation activities would change as well.

Alternative E Tha effects of designation for the upper South Yuba River
would be the same as described in Alternative A. The upper
South Yuba would provide increased recreation use and
encourage increasad tourism that would help businesses
along the 1-80 corridor in Nevada and Placer Counties. The
main opportunities to promote and increase tourism and
recreation on the North and lower South Yuba Rivers would
be foregone.

There would be a slig~ shift of recreation opportunity settings
from roaded natural and semi-primitive to primitive aattinga,
with an emphasis on non-motorized activitias. This shift would
be primarily on the North Fork of the Middle Fork Amedcan
River and some of the tdbutarlas to the North Fork American
River. See Table V-2 for RO$ settings.

In this alternative Fordyce Creek would be recommended
and the emphasis would be to enhance semi-primitive
motorizad opportunffles including the Sierra Trek event.

Alternative F There would b~ some increases in recreaiton activities,
primarily on streams providing primitive or semi-primitive
recreation opportunities with limited access. There would be
a moderate shift from roaded natural and semi-primitive
motorized settings to primitive settings in this alternative.

V - 20
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Table V-3
Management of Recreation Opportunity Spectrum

by River

Norlh Yuba River Drainage

Rlve~ Clmlflcatlon Exlellng RO$ Allocation New
ROS

Canyon Creek Scenic $PM same
Wild Rn Pr~nitive

Empire C~eek Scenic Rn ==a~Tm
Wild Rn Pdmltk~

D~wnie River Recreation Rn same

Middle Yube River Drainage

South Yube River Drainage
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North Fork American River Drainage

ROS

NF of NF American Wild Rn Primitive

L~ttle Granite Scenic SPM & SPNM Same

Big Granite Wild SPM & SPNM Primitive

New York Canyon Wdd SPNM & Primitive Pri~tive

Middle Fork American River Drainage

River Classification Existing ROS Allocation Net,/
ROS

(i~cludes Grouse Wild SPM Primitive

Canyon)
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Ecanomlsa

Alternative A This alternative has the most potential for economic impaots
because all twenty-two rivers ere recommended for deaigna-
t~on. The most significant impact would be on future mining
~aims that would be precluded on wild rivers. For existing
cfaims, the economic effects are likely to be minor. See mining
for more details on this issue.

This alternative would cause minor economic effects on the
timber industry because forest harvesting is already fairly
constrained along the river corridors. While the economic
effects on forest harvesting would be minor in the short term,
this alternative would have b~cader long term effects. The
high number of wild dyers would pre(dude long-term timber
management opportunities witt~n several river corridors and
could effect long-term transportation options. See timber
management stfects for more details.

There would not be any direct effects on utility operations in
the short term. With the high number of streams recommended,
there is a higher likelihood that some of the resource values
identified for these recommended streams Could create future
constraints or effects on some of the water projects and the
nsquiremente for instrsam flow. This In turn could have some
future economic consequences. Add~onaity, designation of
all twenty-two streams would preclude future water ~avslop-
merit along these streams. The twenty-two streams represent
most of the future water-development options within the Forest,
See water effects for more details.

The overall inc(eace in toudsm would be moderate because
only a few of the rivers have good public access and tourist
attractions. OveraJl, it is expected that tourism would have a
short term increase due to interest in these rivers, and then
revert beck to the historic increase of use based on the natural
attractions of each river. See rec~restion effects for expected
use of rivers. This aifernstive would have the most potential
effect on all the communities and people that use these
twenty-two rivers because all the rivers are recommended for
designation. After designation, management plans would be
develol:N~l for each river with additional input from river users
and Ioc~ communities. These management plans may
emphesize resources other then those currently being
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emphesized under the TLRMP guidelines. River management
plans may require more ragulatJons and closures in traditional
use areas. On the other hand, management plans typically
address local issues and am an opprxtunity m resolve local
problems. Fore= Service corns for planning and implementa-
tion would be higheat in this alternative at $g16,000. This
co~t is derived from Table V-4. Cost of Designation.

A/ternatlva B Econondc a~v~es and social interactions would con~nua as
before. There would be future opportunities for timber
harvesting, mining, water development, and tourism under
the constraints already prescribed in the TLRMP. Many of the
rivers under consideration would continue to attract high
recreation use. Future water projects would not be precluded
in this alternative, but each proposed project would be
eveJuated on its own merits through the normal environmental
analysis process. There would be no new effects to local
communities because no new actions are proposed. There
w~u/d be no new costs for Wiid and Scenic impMr~ta~on.

Alternative C This alternative has low to moderate potential to cause
economic and social impacts. Potential mining impacts for
people with mining claims may be reduced because the wild
segments along Ca~yon Creek and the North and lower
South Yuba Rivers are modified to a scenic classification.
River dredging would continue with out new requirements or
permits for those claims. This would eliminate any impact on
dredging activities. There would be minimal to no direct
economic impact on timber harvesting a~vitiss because the
constraints associated with the recommended c~sssification
would be about the same as exiating TLRMP constraints.
There would be no economic impact to the existing water
@st~s’ infrastructure and water operations. Designation of
the three rivers would preclude some future water development
projects, which could have implicatians for future economic
development. "n~era is no clear way to provide an economic
analysis of these implications because there are no formal
proposals for projects at this time with identified costs and
benefits. "rne main potential economic effects of this alternative
for water development rests mostly on Yuba County Water
Agency (YCWA) and their associated water districts because
it would preclude possible projects on the North and lower
South Yube Rivers. These rivers have the most potential for
future water projects that Yuba County Water Agency could
pursue. "l’nis alternative would not prectude ell future water
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development projects for Yuba County because there are
project options both inside and outside of the Forest boundary
still available. The economic effects on Nevada Irrigation
District (NID) would be minimal. The main potential effect
would be the proclusion of watar-devalopmant projects below
SpauJdlng Reservoir. Losing water development options
below Spaulding Reservoir which, would also preclude NID
from pursuing partnarshipe with YCWA that could provide
economic returns to NID. See the water ~eota for more
details.

Tourism would be promoted in this alternative, partJculerly on
the North and lower South ’Tuba Rivers, the two rivers that
have the highest attractions and opportunities for public
access. The economic benofrts ere likely to be minor to modest
because the overall increase in tourism is not likely to be
very significant. With river designation the Forest would be
able to secure recreation investment dollars more effectively
and provide some additional facilities to accommodate
addifional use. Merchants could use the wild and scenic river
designation as an addifional marketing angle that could attract
more use. Overall use increases are expected to be slight to
modest, and therefore, economic gains in tourism era expected
to be modest. Forest Service costs for planning and implemen-
tation of this alternative would be $424,000.00, about the
middle of the cost range of offernstivas.

Alternative D This alternative has potential modest effects o~ miners with
placer rnin~g operations and claims on the dyer. The
clasaificatldns for eight rivers in this alternative have been
modified from wild to scenic. All eight of these =reams have
a significant number of mining claims. A scenic classification
would not preclude motor’~zed dredging activities and only in
specific cases is it likely that certain operations would be
modified to protect wild and scenic river values. The overall
direct e~onomio effects to these minors would be minimal.
Potential economic effects on the timber industry would be
minor because the scanic and recreational GlaSalflG~ions
would have similar constraints to harvesting activities as the
existing TLRMP constraints. In same cases the total volume
available for a timber sale may be radused because there
may be a shift in river management emphasis towards
protecting the river resource values. This would increase
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costs to the operator or possibly reduce outputs and cause
some economic effects.

l~is alternative would not have any direct effects on the
various water agencies and their existing facilities operating
on the forest. Designation w~u/d precJude further water
development on all the rivers recommended. Precluding
water projects would have the most potential impact on YCWA
because Canyon Creek, North Yuba, and Middle Yuba Rivers
are the sources of future water projects for the YCWA. See
the water consequences for more details.

The improvement in economic benatlts would be modest in
this alternative due to increases in tourism. The North Yuba
River would provide the best opportunities for increased
tourism with some opportunities i=or ecosystem tourism along
Empire Creek, Pauley Creek, Downie River, and Lavezzote
Creek. Overall economic benefits are expected to be slight
because only a modest increase JR river use Is expected
because of designation. Cost of Forest Service planning and
imp~mentation would be $518,000.00, a little over half the
cost of Alternative A.

Alternative E Overall, this alternative would have slight to modest social
and economic effects. Only a few rivers with substantial placer
mining activities are recommended in this alternative. "~e
economic effects on the placer mining community would be
slight to none. The North Fork of the North Fork Amedcen
Wild River is classified as wild. The management under a
wild classification may possibly mo~ity or reduce some placer
mining activities. There are some claims concentrated near
the North Fork American River, The other mining claims on
other rivers would only have a slight chance of operations
being modified to protect wild and scenic river values.

Economic effects on forest industry would be very slight in
this alternative because the rivers recommended have few
timber resource opportunities. Constraints on timber harvest
would be similar t~ present TLRMP standards and guMe/ines.

Overall the economic and social effects on water utilities and
their beneficiaries would be slight because there would be
no direst impacts and few significant future water developments
precluded. There is one specific exception to this overall

V-26

I --01 1 527
1-011527



picture. Oesignation of the upper South Yuba River and
Fordyce Creek would preclude NIDs long-term plans for
expanding the height of the dam at Spaulding Reservoir. NID
believes that raising the height of the dam is one of the morn
feasible future water-improvement projects.

increases in tourism for economic benefits would be slight in
this alternative. The upper South Yuba River would have
some potential for increased use because of the easy access
from Interstate 80. In the long term, it is predicted that use of
these rivers would generally return to the current level that
the Forest has been experiencing. Forest Service costs for
planning and implementation would be the lowest of all action
alternatives at $231,000.

Alternative F In the overall picture, this alternative would have slight to
modest economic and social impacts. The potential effects
would be different than Alternative E. For example, there
wouJd be at least modest effects on the mJrdng community
because several streams are recommended for wild designa-
tion. With the wild designation there is a possibility that mining
operations would be modified and future claims would be
precluded. Over time, this could reduce mining activities and
ultimately money to local communities. The other streams
would have a slight chance of modifying mining activities to
the extent that could be an ec~nomic impact.

There would be slight to modest potential ec(momic impacts
to the timber industry based on recommended designaltons.
The several recommended wild segments would preclude
harvest activities within the quarter-mile corridor on each side
of the river. In the long run this would reduce the total volume
of timber available for harvas’~ to a slight extent and have a
slight effect on employment. The rest of the rivers recommend-
ed would have almost no economic effects because of existing
TLRMP constraints.

There would be almost no impacts to existing and future
watar-devalopment projects because the dyes with good
potential are not recommended in this alternative. Additionally,
the Fordyca Creek segment is moditied so that the dam at
Spaulding Rasan/c~r could be raised and not back water into
the proposed stream segment. Small hydroeleotric projects
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would be precluded on those streams recommended for
designation.

Increases in tourism attrib~ed to wild and scenic river
designation are likely to be slight because the recreaeon
sttrac~,~ns and public access ere limited on most of these
streams. I~ is more likely that use would continue to increase
modestly based o~ existing attractions and public access,
population, and growth. Development of river management
plans and successful competition for funding Gould help
facilitate management strategies to accommodate the slight
increases. The cost of Forest Service planning and implementa-
tion at ~8,000 would be similar to alternative E.
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Cost of Designation
Table V-4

No costs are listed for land acquisit~n. Land acquisition and recreation development
may be pursued after a wild and scenic ri~er m,~nagement plan is developed.
Planning and management costs would increase above current levels. "This table
lists the additional funding needs for a five-year period for each of the study rivers
if the ~iver is designated by Congress.
River                Implementatlo~    Mana~eme~ Pl=n     O&M COM     Total

Empire Creek 1,000 15,000 1,000 17,000

I --01 1 530
1-011530



Vlsua! Resources

Introduction

The rivers that are recommended for designation receive an appropriate visual
quality objective (VQO) based on c/essification as follows:

Wild - preservation VQO

Scenic - retention VQO

Recreation - retention or partial retention based on scenic and
recreation values.

Comparing the TLRMP adopted VQOs with changes due to scenic and wild
designations will help identify required changes in management and the ensuing
consequences. In some alternatives different river classifications are recommended
which may be different than th~ present TLRMP allocation and may suggest different
consequences. The following is a discussion of the potential impacts to visual
resources. The specific rec{eation actJvitise for each river are described in Appendix
D where each river is described.

AlternatlYe A Designating all twenty-two dyers would put addi~onal emphasis
on rns~ing visual quality objectives established for areas
within the river corridors. "l~e rivers clsesiffed as wild would
be managed to maintain a natural-appesring landscape at a
VQO of preservation. Rivers clsss~ed as scenic, would be
managed for a VQO of retent~n. Rivers ciassitied as recreation-
al would be managed under a VQQ of retention or partial
retention. The areas managed for retention would be those
places which typify the out~tanding scenic values for which
the river was recommendS, and areas which receive a large
amount of recreation use. Areas managed for partial retention
would be those areas with lower ranrestion use, areas generally
not seen by the public and areas viewed beyond foregroond.
In these areas, improvements would be designed to blend in
with the existing visual setting and would be considered to
be compatible with the overall visual management objectives.

The main visual consequence of designating all twenty-two
streams would be a shift in the VQOs ~rom modification and
partial retention to partial retention, retention and preservation.
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Table V-5 lists each river and the shift of VQO’s. VQOs adopted
for an area apply only to National Forest System land.

Several of the streams were identified as having outstandingly
remarkable scenic values. Management direction to protect
or enhance the scenic values when these stream,s are
recommended would be part of a management plan. Various
strategies to address this direction would be considered
when a management plan is creatsd ~ffer dseignaifon, The
streams identified as having outstandingly remarkable scenic
values are: North Yuba River, Middle Yuba River, East Fork
Creak, lower ~outh Yupa River. North Fork of the North Fork
American River, Granite Creek, New York Canyon, North
Fork of the Middle Fork American River, and Grouse Creek.

Alternative B In this alternative all the rivers would continue to be managed
for the VQOs sat forth in the TLRMP. Choosing this altsmative
would not in itself initiate any changes to forest scenic quality
and it would not provide any additional p~otection for scenic
values on the forest.

Over time, without designation it is possible that some of the
rivers could be developed with reservoirs and associated
facilities, if reservoirs are developed on some of the main
rivers such as the North, Middle, and South Yuba Rivers the
visual change would be dramatic. The change would be from
a moving river and associated canyon to a fiat water reservoir.
Aesthetically, both settings can be very at~ective but the
character is quite different. A reservoir also would introduce
additional elements into the landscape such as the dam
structure itseff, powerhouse, powerlinas, roads, parking areas,
boatramps, and lighting. Many of these elements can be
planned to blend in with the natural setting but there is usually
e more developed look with reservoir environments.

Alternative C Designation of three rivers would cause only a slight shift of
VQOs for these rivers. For Canyon Creek the VQOs would
shift from modification to retention because of the scenic
designation. The North Yuba River VQOs would shift from
modification and partial retention to retention only below the
Highway 49 bridge where it is recommended for scenic
designation. The South Yuba River VQOs would shift from
modification and partial reterr~ion to rstention and some parSal
retention. For much of these river miles the VQO is already
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established and dealgnatio~l would provide an additional
emphasis to protect views of and fTom the river. Over all,
these dvars have a high level of naturalness and the emphasis
would be to maintain this quality. On the banks of the North
Yube there are three small communities where human
habitation and changes to the landscape aJ-e quite evident.
The historic value of the homes and shops in these two towns
are immediately visible and contribute an additional visual
diversity in the landscape. VQOs are n~ applied to these
town settings because they are on pdvate land.

The remaining rivers would not be recommended and the
effects on those rivers would be similar to those as described
in Alternative B, Over time, the remaining rivers could be
developed with small hydroelectric or large darn projeots.
The consequences of large dam development are described
in Alternative B and could apply to those streams not
recommended in this alternative.

Alternative D Alternative D would maintain existing levels of visual quality
or put a moderate increase in emphasis on visual quality by
shifting some (were; VQO’s fl’om modification and partial
retention to partial retention and retention. The classification
of several rivers has been modified from wild to scenic. These
rivers would generally receive a retention VQO that would
maintain high levels of scenic quality. In this alternative broader
land management activities wou~d meat partial retention and
retention VQO’s and, therefore, the landscapes would maintain
their naturat look. In the immediate foreground oosaalon~
mining activities and cabins would be visible to river users as
they are now. This alternative would not change the visual
character of these existing uses.

Alternative E There would be a moderate to slight shift in emphasis on
visual quality and resulting VQO’s. The main change in VQO’s
is with the four rivers which are classified wild. The remaining
rivers (Oregon Creek, Fordyca Creek, and upper South Yuba
River) would retain their existing adopted VQO’s of partial
retention or retention. A[[ of these rivers except the upper
South Yuba River have a fairly natural looking landscape.
Designation of the upper South Yuba River would not change
the existing visua~ condition but it would tend to retain the
natural landscape scenes and help emphasize the existing
retention VQO’s.
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Alternative F T~ere would be a moderate shift in VQOs for the fifteen Yrqers
recommended in this alternative. Although the st~ift is similar
to the other alternatives, these rivers are lees likely to have
water pnY/eots devsioped and, therefore, they are not likely
to preclude any significant future water projects. Visual quality
along the remaining rivers not recommended would not change
in the short-term. In the long-term, visual impacts from water
projects described in Altema~va B are similar for this sitemative.

The main shift in visual protection would apply to the rivers
classified as wild, where almost any management activity
which affects the visual quality would be i~’ecluded except
small-scale activities that are consistent with wild values. New
foot trails and minor b~idges would be the main extent of
future development activities. 7he remaining recommended
rivers would retain most of the same adopted VQOs assigned
in the TLRMP.
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Table v-5
Shift of visual quality objectives

(should wild and scenic river designation take place)

North Yuba River Drainage

River Clmlflc~tlon FJdstlng VQO New VOO

modification partial retention

Middle Yuba River Drainage
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South Yuba River Drainage

River Clmlflr.aaon Existing VQO New VQO

North Fork American River Drainage

Middle Fork American River Drainage
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Register eligibility. The following discusses the heritage resources impacts.

Alternative A Classification of a river as wild, would provide the greatest
protection of heritage values from project activities such as
timber harvesting, development of utilities, water-supply
facilities or flood-control facilities, recrastion development,
road construction, new mining operations. With scenic or
recreational classifications, protection of heritage values from
destruction would be limited. The development of utilities and
water-supply and flood control facilitlas, may permit a ~eval of
protection of a some heritage values through interpretation.

Although wild and scenic river status provides a level of
protection for heritage resources along rivers, there is the
potential to increase Jooting and vandalism. The Forest expects
that there may be a short-term, 2-3 year increase in use of
rivers receiving wild and scenic stntus; after that period, use
along a river generally returns to previous levels.

Alternative B Currently, there is no mechanism that protects heritage
resource values from destruction, either through project aati,irty
or illegal acts, along any of the dyers within the TNF. Heritage
values can be preserved subsequent to or pending evaluation
for National Register listing, but these valuas can be mitigated
and allow for the dest(uction of the resource. Such evalua’~ns
may be undertaken as part of agency compliance with the
National Historic preserva~on Act (NHPA), but are often
deferred as projects are redefined and potential impacts are
avoided. Designation of special resource areas is one
mechanism the Forest Se~ce has by which it can protect
heritage resources from destruction; wild and scenic river
designation is another such means.

Classification of a ri~er as wild would provide the greatest
protection of heritage values from project activities such as
timber harvesting, development of utilities, water-supply, and
flood control facilities, recreation development, road construe-
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tion, new mining operations and grazing would be limited.
With scenic or recreational classifications, protection of heritage
values from deetructicn would be limited to development of
utilities, water-supply, and flood-control fac~litias, but they
may permit a level of protection of a heritage values through
interpretation,

Non-designation does not curtail land use activ~as (such as
timber harvesting, mining, water/power development); thus,
there would be a leng-term potential to diminish heritage
values along rivers as a result of looting and/or vandalism.
Subsequently, the potential for leoting and vandalism is greater
under non-designation. During the initial ifme period folk~wing
designation, nyer corridors containing significant or unevaluat-
ed heritage resources need to be monitored to determine ff
looting or vandalism inc~esses.

Alternative C The recommended classifications would protect the outstand-
ingly remarkable heritage values documented along the three
dyers. Additionally, the hedtage values identified on Humbug
Creek would be protected by precluding any potential dam
along the lower segment of the South Yuba River. "[he
outstandingly remarkable heritage values along Canyon Creek
would also be protected.

Alternative D The change in status from wild to scenic would not compromise
the heritage values present at the rivers listed; but, the
elimination of the South Yuba River and Humbug Creek from
consideretion would leave the significant heritage values
located along those rivers vulnerable to destruction as
discussed under Alternative B.

Alternative E This alternative leaves the outstandingly remarkable heritage
values identified for Canyon Creek, Lavezzola Creek. the
North Yuba River, East Fork Creek, the lower portion of the
South Yuba River, and the Middle Yuba vulnerable to
destruction as discussed under Alteroa~ive B.

Alternative F This alternative leaves the outstandingly remarkable heritage
values identified for Canyon Creek, the North Yuba River, the
South Yube River. Humbug Creek, and the Middle Yuba
River vulnerable to destruction as discussed under Alternative
B.
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Botanical Resources

Introduction

The effects of designating any of the rivers or streams as wild, scenic, or recreation
would have effects on threatened, endangered, or sensitive plants because some
of the plants are known to ocour along some of these corridors. Current management
dire~on for sensitive plants is to protect or minimally impact them f~om direct and
indirect impacts such as timber harvest or trail construction. Increased public use
from designation can be expected for a few years, which would create the poesibilify
of impacts from illeg~d collection and trampling, although the overall impacts would
be minimal.

Potential impacts to ecologically significant plant communities duo to non-
designation (i.e., vernal pools, fens, riparian habitats, and meadows) would be the
same as the current situation. The larger or known ripadan areas, fens, vernal
pools, and meadows would continue to be protected under the TLRMP guidelines,
with possible impacts to the smaller and unmabped habitats. The overall impact
without designation is unknown. For detailed botanical and ecological analysis
information, please reference the Biological Evaluation for Sensitive Plants in the
Wastside Wild and Scenic River Evaluation, Tahoe National Forest, July 29, 1994:
Kathy Van Zuuk, Forest Botanist.

Ecological: The effects of implementing the alternatives is discussed below by
plant community. Generally, the effects to a plant community are linked to designation
versus non-designation of a specific river or stream. It is assumed that the plant
community exists in the identified potential habitat until that habitat is surveyed
and it is shown that the plant commun~ is not there. Most of the potential habitat
along the study corr’~lors has not been surveyed. The effects of designation versus
non-designation are discussed below:

Vernal pools: Little management direction is available to protect the majority of
vernal pool plants. Designation of rivers would provide protection of these plants
and plant communities (if they exist there). There are no known vernal pools along
any of the streams considered in this document. There is potential heit:;~tat for
these communities within the study corridors along East Fork Creek, Macklin Creek,
and Fordyca Creek (Alternative A recommends designation of these creeks,
Alternatives E and F recommend Fordyco Creek, and Aifemative F recommends
Mackiin Creek). Significant increases in recreational use within these habitats (while
they were wet) would impact these plant communities and contribute to their decline.
Recreational use in these communities after they had dried up (that did not compact
the soil) would not impact these communities. Recreational use is not expected to
be significant; therefore, designation of these corridors would create a small (low)
risk to these plant communities.
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Non-designation of these rivers (Alternatives B-F} could impact these plants if they
grow aJong these rivers and those locations would be inundated by water should
a dam be constructed. Eliminating these possible occurrences would contribute
to a decline for the overall distribution of these plant communities because these
habitats are f~agile and have received extensive disturbance historically.

Riparian areas and fens: There have been dramatic reductions in riparian habitats
nationwide. There are known riparian areas (of varying s~ze) along all of the creeks
within the proposed project ares. Fens are unique riparian plant communiifes.
There is potential for fens within the study corridors along all of the streams being
analyzed. Increased recreational use within riparian habitats would impact these
plant communities and contribute to their decline. These impacts would include
walking on these plants and illegally collecting them. Recrsational use is not expected
to be significant, therefore, pasignatJon of these corridors would create a small
(low) risk to these plant communities. Alternative A, which recommends all creeks,
wou~d provide the greatest protection for riparian plant communities. Alternatives
D and F each recommend designatio~ of 15 streams and would provide the second
most amount of protection for riparian plant communities within the study corrid<xs.
Alternative B, which does n~ recommend any designations, would provide the
least amount of protection for these plant communities.

Non-designation of these rivers would impact these communities if they would be
inundated by water should a dam be constructed. Eliminating these plant
communities would add to the decline of riparian plants and dependent animals
(including specific insects, amphibians, and fish) and could impact watar quality.

Old-growth areas: The amount of old-growth that exists today is substantially
less than what existed in the past. The importance of these communities centered
on watercourses was pointed out in the Tahoe National Forest t*TNF) recommenda-
tions for fish and late-seral-stege wildlife (Chapel, st al., 1992). There are known
old-growth communities (of various sizes and shapes) along Canyon Creek, Downie
River, Empire Creek, Lavezzola Creek, Pauley Creek, Nor~ Yuba River, East Fcrk
Creek, Oregon Creek, Middle Yuba River, Humbug Creek, Fordyce Creek, South
Yube River (upper and lower), North Fork North Fork American River, Big Granite
Creek, I_i~te Granite Creek, New York Canyon, North Fork Middle Fork American
River, Grouse Creek, Screwauger Canyon, end the Rubicon River.

In addition, the Canyon Creek, Downie River, Pauley Creek, Lavezzola Creek, and
Empire Creek corridors and surrounding ridges is the largest, unreaded mixed-
conifer ecosystem within the general region (Plumes, Eldorado, Lessen, and Tahoe
National Forests). This area is considered ecologically significant,

Designation of these rivers as wild, scenic, or recreational would provide for greater
protection for these plant communities. It would insure that disturbances within
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the study corridors did not impact the outstandingly remarkable values that were
identified in the eligibility process. Designation would bring addifio~al attention
and emphasis to protection of ecological values and would protect these remaining
stands f~om possible inundation and fragmantatJon. The streams represent a
significant old-growth ecosystem. Alternatives A, D, and F recommend dseign~tion
of the streams as wik~ and scenic and provldse addi~onal prote~on for this
old-growth ecosystem.

Non-dasignat~on of ~hsse rivers could impact these communities if they would be
inundated by water should a dam be constructed. Eliminating these plant
commun~ies would add to the de~line in the amounts of old~rowth habitat and
old-growth dependent resources, and could impact water qualify.

Meadowa: Meadows comprise only t 0 percent of the land area of the Sierra Nevada
of California. There are known meadows of various sizes and shapes within the
s~udy corridors along Pauley Creek, Lavezzola Creek, North Yuba River, Oregon
Creek, Middle Yube River, Little Granite Creek, East Fork Creek, Macklin Creek,
and Flubicon River. There is potential for this plant community to exist within all of
the study Co~ors.

Designation of these rivers as wild, scenic, or recreational would provide for greater
protection for these plant communiltss. Designation would bring add~onal attention
and emphasLs to p~otection of ecologicaJ values and would protect these remaining
areas from possible inundation. Alternative A provides the greatest protection for
meadow plant communities within the study corridors, followed by Alternative D
and F. Alternative B provides the least amount of protection.

Non-designation of these rivers could impact these communities if they would be
inundated by water should a dam be constructed. Eliminating these p~ant
communities would add to the decline in the amounts of meadow habitat and
meadow habitat-dependant resources.

Other factors which were analyzed and were determined to have an effect upon
the human environment are discussed in the remainder of this chapter. Rivers not
recommended for designation would be managed and protected under manage-
ment requirements of Me respective management plans for National Forest System
I~nds, state park lands, and local county plans for private lands. The following
passage is a discussion of the potential impacts to botanical resources.

Alternative A Under Alternative A the sensitive species Lewiaia contefowii,
Lewi~ia aerrata, Phacelia stebbinsii and the watchlist species
Si/ene invisa, Taxus brevifo/ia, and Viola tomentosa may be
impacted due to an increase in recreational use of the
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proposed rivers. The threat to these species (except Lewisi8
cantelowii and Lewisia serrate) would be low due to the
terrain and distance from the river where these plants grow.
Lewisle centelowi/and Lewista serrate could be further
impacted by illegal plant collection as these plants are
desireable for rock gardens. The amount of increased use is
not expected to be significant. "[hie alternative provides
additional protection for Lewisa cantelowii and Lewiaa serrate
which would be beneficial. This alternative allows for add~onal
management of potential impacts versus Alternative B where
there is not any additional management.

Alternative B A recommendalton for no action c~JId impa~t all of the known
occurrences of sensitive and watchliat species in the proposed
drainages. Non-designation of these rivers w~JId not allow
for additiona~ protection from potential impacts. These types
of habitats could be inundated with water if a dam were
constructed, or possibly indireclty impacted by other activities
such as timber harvesting.

Alternative C This alternative would allow for reduced potential impact on
the known sensitive and watchliat species occurrences in the
North Yuba River, lower South Yuba River, the North Fork of
the Middle Fork of the American River, Screwauger Canyon,
and Grouse Creek. However, the Downie River, Pauley Creek,
Levezzola Creek, New Yo~k Ravine, East Fork Creek, Humbug
Creek, Macklin Creek, and the Middle Yuba River where
sensitive and watchlist plants are known to occur would not
be recommended. Not designating these streams would not
allow for additional protection of the sens~ive and watchlist
p~ants and their habitats in these areas.

Alternative D This alternative would allow for reduced potential impacts on
the known aansitive and watchlist occurrences in the Middle
Yuba River, Pauley Creek, Lavezzola Creek, New York Ravine,
North Yube River, North Fork of the M~dle Fork of the American
River, Screwauger Canyon, and Grouse Creek. However, the
lower South Yube River, East Fork Creek, Humbug Creek,
and Macklin Creek where sensitive a~d watchliat plants are
known to occur would not be recommended. Not designating
these streams would not allow for additional protection of
sensitive and watchlist plants and their habitats in these areas.
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Alternative E This alternative would allow for reduced potential impacts on
the known sensitive and watchlist species occurrences in the
New York Ravine, North Fork of the Middle Fork of the American
River, Grouse Creek, and Humbug Creek. However, Paulay
Creek, Lavezzola Creek, North Yuba River, Screwauger
Canyon, East Fork Creek, Mackl~n Creek, Middle Yuba River,
and the lower South Yube River where sensitive and watchlist
plants are known to occur would not be recommended. Not
designating these streams would not allow for additional
protection of sensitive and watch,st plants and ~eir habitats
in these areas.

Altematlve F This alternative would allow for reduced potential impacts on
the known sensitive and watchliat species occurrences in the
New York Ravine, North Fork of the Middle Fork of the Amedcan
River, and Macklin Creek. However Paolay Creek, Levezzola
Creek, North Fork of ~e Yuba river, Screwauger Canyon,
Humbug Creek, Middle Fork of the Yuba River, and the Lower
South Yuba River where sensitive and watchlist plants are
known to occur would not be recommended. Not designating
these streams would not allow for additional protection of
sensitive and wetchlist plants and their habitats in these areas.

Flsberles Impacts

Alternative A Alternative A maintains the fres-flowing nature of streams and
would help to prevent fragmentation of aquatic habitats and
disruption of habitat connectivity. Rivers are natural travel
corridors, and clearly the only travel-way for aquatic species.
Under Alternative A, the water, nutrients, and organisms that
flow downstream through these systems would not be
disturbed by dams. ~us providing a diversity of high quality
natural habitats for species ric~qnses. All of the proposed
rivers have excellent fish and aquatic invertebrate populations.
Designation of all these proposed rivers would ensure that
the dyers remain free-flowing, and would contribute to
maintaining the integrity of these aquatic habitats and their
associated communities.

Alternative A ensures a half-mile limited activity corridor. This
buffer zone (larger than TLFIMP SMZ. widths) would benefit
aquatic resources by reducing the impacts of timber-related
activities, such as road and landing construction. This is
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especially true for wild rivers, for which no new road construc-
tion or o~her hat~est activities are allowed within the half-mile
corridor. Stream buffers help to mitigate impacts, such as
sediment loading, by placing e buffer zone between the area
of a~vity and the stream. Designation of the proposed dvars,
and thus the haft-mile corridor, would help to reinireize imp~--’ts
from land management activities.

Designation of wild rivers would limit new mining claims.
Effects of mining on fisheries and aquatic resources would
be held to currant levels with a wild classifcation, however, a
recreational or scenic ciassfiic~tJon would not temper the
impacts, as new claims would still be allowed.

Designation of all proposed r’Ners and streams would protect
habitats of aquatic sens~e species beyond current forest
TLRMP guidelines. 1]~is is especially important for Macklin
Creek, North Yuba River, South Yuba River, East Fork Creek,
Oregon Creek, Lavezzola/Downie drainage, and New York
Ravine because each of these streams contains one or more
Federal category 1 or category 2 species, Forest Service
sensitive spsuies, or state species of special concern.

Designation of wild and scenic rivers could have both positive
and negative impacts on aquatic resources in terms of
recreation. Designation would provide reeve interpretive
opportunities. However, it may also cause heavier recreational
use. Possible impacls include heavier foot traffic in the riparian
areas, increased dispersed camping, and higher fishing
pressure in sensitive areas.

Aquatic research projects, even those which require permanent
markers, would likely not be hampered by designation of a
river at any ~evai. Wild classification would be especially
beneficial to aquatics research because free-flowing riverS
provide a place in which to study acologicaJ processes that
have not been altered by management activitiee. Designation
of all proposed rivers, whether wild, scenic or recreational,
would ensure that Iong-tarm research projects would not be
disturb~l by manipulation of flow patterns (e.g., diversions
or d~ms).

Alternative A is the favored alternative for fisheries and aquatic
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significant impacts on free-flowlng aquatic ecosystems. While
there are no imminent dam proposals, the most tike~y sites
for new dams are on the North, Middle. and South Yuba
Rivers, and Canyon Creek. If a dam were built on any of the

the river would be permanently lost and would create habitat
"islands" by eliminating connectiVrb/, This is of particular

a key pert of their llfe cycle, such as frout. Life cydee and
processes of aquatic biota, including plants, invertebrates,
and amphibians, are interconnected and often rely on the
ability of species to move between aquatic habitats. Nuthent
flows, food availability, and temperatures could be dramafically
altered with reservoir development. Reservoirs may act as
nutrient traps and, depending ~ the type of dam, water
below a reservoir may be significantly warmer than above.

and other aquatic organisms that require cold, highly oxyganat-

which can alter or eliminate the native aquatic community.

replaced by an exotis non-native community adapted to

out-compete native fish, both in the reservoir and in the dyer
above. Introduced species may also have feeding patterns
that ut~ize different plants and invertebrates than native
species, thus aJtering dominant species of food organisms
and in effect changing the entire localized food web.

Hydroelectric projects alter flow regimes and may create
migration barriers, either by causing flow to be too low to
allow migration, or by installing impassable structures. Small
hydroelectric projects often include small to moderate
diversions and pour-over dams. These projects are primarily

pertains of aquatic species. Under Alternative B new hydroelec-
tric projects may be implemented.

aquatic ecosystems is often sediment loading. By filling in

I --01 1 545
1-011545



pools and spaces between rocks, sedimantation can resuR
in loss of habitat for both fish and aquatic invertabratss.
Under Alternative B, c~rreot management guidelines foe
mitigaitng timber management impacts on streams wo~JId
confinue to be impleme~ed, Spec~cally, recommended
SMZs wou.~l be USed as b~ff~" s+Jip8 to Jean sediment
loading and disturbance to riparian areas. Without designation,
the additional half-mile river corridor would not be established
to provide additional protection for these streams.

Mining, particularly dredging and placer mining, can have
significant impacts on streams, localized as well as down-
stream. Mining often increases sedimentation to aquatic
habitats and frequently alters channel bottoms, substrata
composition, and stream habitats. Physical changes in a
stream can eliminata several important habitat types, inc/uding
pools and gravel areas for fish spawning, Often, from mining
activity, channels are straightened and stream banks are
impacted, resulting in changes in the stream itow regimes
and disturbed riparian vegetation. For the proposed rivers,
potential mining effects vary depending on specitic physical
and biological charactarisitcs of each stream, and the level of
present and future mining activity. Under Altamaitve 8, the
effects of mining on aquatic habitats would likely continue at
current levels or increase.

In addition to healthy fish populations in the proposed rivars
and streams, there are also several sensitive aquatic species.
Under Alternative B no additional buffer protection wouJd be
given to streams known to have sensitive or federally listed
species.

Altemaitve B is the least desirable alternative proposed for
fisheries and aquatic resources because it offers no additional
protection through designation for any rivers.

Alternative C Alternative C would recommend three of the rivers most
likely to have future water projects. Designation of these
dvars under Alternative C wouM be favorable fo~ fisheries
and aquatic resources, Designation of large rivers, such as
the North Yuba River, would also provide protectio~ to their
trJb~aries by preventing impoundments.
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Continued mining activities would result in similar impacts to
aquatic resources as Alternative B (no action), because none
of the streams are proposed for wild status.

Alternative C does not include several streams that provide
important habitats for rare aquatic species. New York Ravine,
which contains federal categon/1 and 2 caddisfly species
and East Fork and Macklin Creeks, which both contain
Lahontan cutthroat trout, a federally listed threatened species=
Lavezzola Creek, Downie River, Pauley Creek, and Empire
Creek are also not considered under fhis alternative. These
streams and their tributaries represent e total system of streams
with high water quality and excellent aquatic habitats.

Alternat/ve D Under Alternative D, Canyon Creek, NFMFAR, and North and
Middle Yuba Rivers would be recommended as scenic. Since
no segments would be recommended as wild under Alternative
D, impacts of mining on aquatic half, tats could be considerable.
Scenic designation would not mitigate potential mining impacts
to the same extent as wild. Also, Macklin Creek and East
Fork Creek are not recommended (which support Lahontan
cutthroat trout, federally threatened), nor is the South Yuba
River, which is a potential reservoir site.

Next to Alternative A, Alternative D would recommend the
greatest number of streams and has a high potential to protect
and benefit fisheries and aquatic resources. Altamative D is
more favorable for fisheries and aquatic resources than
Alternatives B, C, E, or F.

Alternative E Alternative E is more favorable for fishedas and aquatic
resources than Alternative B. Alternative E would recommend
New York Ravine, which contains several unique aquatic
invedebratas. However, Alternative E would not recommend
the lower section of the South Yuba River, the North Yuba
River, or Canyon Creek, thus protection would not be provided
to any of these large streams from water development projects.
Water development couM be detrimental to malotain~ng the
free-flowing character of these streams. Macklin Creek, Middle
Yuba River, East Fork Creek, Downie River, Lavszzola Creek,
Empire Creek, and Pauley Creek, which all have unique values
to aquatic resources, would also not be recommended, thus
protection would not be provided to these streams from
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future water development projects under the Wild and Scenic
Rivers Act.

Overall, Alternative E is not as favorable to fisheries and
aquatic resources as Alternatives A or D. It is difficult to assess
whether Merna~ive E, which would recommend 10 =reams,
is more favorable than ARernative C, which would recommend
fewer, but larger, s~’eams. Alternative E is more favoral~e for
fisheries and aquatic resources than Mernative B. Larger
streams have a greater risk of losing outstandingly remarkable
values.

Alternative F Several streams with outstanding values to fisheriee and
aquatic resources wo~JId be recommended under Alternative
F. However, none of the larger rivers (North, Middle, and
South Yuba Rivers, and Canyon Creek) would be recommend-
ed. Large, free-flowing rivers have special aquatic values
including their natural, and often dramatic, habitats and species
composition, which are important to biodiversity and forest
health. Under this alternative, the unique characteristics of
these rivers would not be protected fTom future water
development projects.

This Alternative is more favorable than Alternaifve B for fisheries
and aquatic resources, but not as favorable as Altemaifve A
or D, because several large streams are not included. Similar
to Alternative E, it is difficult to assess whether Alternative F,
which proposes a greater number of slrasms for designation,
is more favorable than Alternative C, which proposes for
three large slreems.

Wildlife

In genereJ, the designation of a river as wild and scenic would be beneficial to
wildlife, because the fres-fiowing condition would be maintained and habitat would
not be Ios~ due to impoundments. However, known threatened, endangered,
proposed, and sensitive (TEPS] wildlife species would be protected by law end
under the TLRMP, regardless of designation. Additional data would need to be
corrected prior to developing the management plan. Individual river management
plans would address mitigation actions to avoid, compensate, or reduce impacts
on wildlife species and their habitats along the recommended dyer corridor. When
needed, management plans could be amended to adjust recreational use to the
carrying capacity of the areas. In addition, a Biological AssessmantJEv~lua1~on
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(BAJBE) would be prepared in conjunction with the development of each menage-
ment plan. The BA/BE would analyze the potential effects of whether the proposed
management plan and associated activities would or would not have an effect on
any TEPS species and their habitats, and would address specific mitigation actions.
In addition, a BA/BE would also be prepared for every future proposed land
management activity within each recommended area, and effects on TEPS and
other wildlife species would be analyzed and mitigation considered in projec’t-spasific
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) analysis.

Effects on wildlife species and their habitats, including TEPS species, would vary
with the amount, type, and location of human management and use. A wild
classification would minimize present disturbances and provide long-term protection
for the wildlife and their habitats that are located within the recommended corridor.
A scenic classification would provide for a lower level of protection end, in some
cases, disturbances could increase. A recreational classification would allow the
oJrrent situation to continue in some areas and allow an in.ease in resource
uses such as mining, road construction, and development in many more areas, In
general, wildlife species, specifically TEPS species, would be best proteoted under
a wild designation. For detailed TEPS wildlife analysis information, please reference
the Biological Asseesmant/Eva/cation, Birds, Mammals, Amphibians and Reptiles,
Westside Wild & Scenic River Eveluation, December 21, 1994: Cindy K. Roberts,
Assistant Forest Wildlife Biologist, The following passage discusses the potential
impacts to wildlife by alternative.

Alternative A This alternative would maintain free-flowing conditions so
wildlife habitat would not be lost due to impoundments, in
addition, this alternative recommends the maximum designa-
tion for each river, providing additional habitat protection.
Habitat within the river corridors classified as wild would be
provided the most protection. Scenic classification would
allow an increase in activity levels, Recreational classitiostion
would allow the most management aotivities and resource
use, and the least protection for species and their habitats.

The designation of the North, Middle, and South Yuba Rivers,
North Fork North Fork American River, and North Fork Middle
Fork American River would protect the wildlife resource values
and high biological diversity in the river corridors by limiting
any further development and preventing the high likelihood
of future water diversions.

The exceptional outstandingly remarkable wildlife and ecologi-
cal values (see discussion in Chapter IV) present within the
river corridors in the a~sa around Downis River, Pauley Creek,
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Lavezzola Creek, Empire Creek, and New York Ravine wouk:t
be protected under this altamative. However, the ecosystem
values of the entire area would be more favorable protected
into the future by designating it a Special Interest Area (SIA)
or Raseamh Natural Area (RNA), since wild and scenio
designstion would only maintain the outstandingly remarkable
resource values within the haft-mile river corridors.

Alternative A wou~ be the most favorable to wild,ire, including
TEPS species.

Alternative B Under this alternative, existing water use management activities
would continue and permanent long-term preservation of the
free-flowing condition and scenic qualities of the rivers would
not be provided. Timber harvesting, mining, and grazing
within the river corridors would continue as they presently
exist. All of these activities, while consistent with current land
mar~gemsnt plan direction, could adversely affect wildlife
species, in~uding TEPS species, of their habi~ts as they’
occur within the river corridors.

ActJvifias prasantiy allowed in the river corridors have ~
potential to alter suitable wildlife habitat, increase habitat
fr~gmantation, directly destroy habitat by water impoundments,
and increase human-related disturbances. Under this alterna-
tive, current levels of prote~on would coatinue and no new
data would be collected to identify, or protect signilfoant wildlife
resources as recreational/deveiopmant uses increase (see
discussion in introduction to wildlife impacts).

The area around Downie River, Pauley Creek, Lavezzola
Creek, Empire Creek, and New York Rav’me is an area w’N,1
exceptional outstandingly remarkable wildlife and eeologicel
values (see Chapter IV). This alternative would not provide
wild and scenic river protection for the outstandingl’/remark-
able resource values within the river corridor. However, the
sc(~ystem values of the entire area would be more favorable
protected into the future by ,~asignating it a SIA or RNA,
since wild and scenic designation would only maintain the
outstandingly remarkable resource values within the half-mile
river corridors.

Aitarnatlve B would be the least favorable to wildlife, including
TEPS wildlife species.
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Alternative C The wildlifa values within the river corridors (see Chapter IV)
for the threa rivers recommended would be maintained to
some degree under this slterna(~ive. The river and river
segments not recommended under this alternative would not
be managed to maintain free-flowing characteristics, since
future proposed hydroelectric facilities could be constructed.
In addition, an increase in management activities is expected,
which could negatively disturb wildlife o~ remove or degrade
habitat. Therefore, there would be probable additional adverse
impacts on TEPS species or their habitats.

"l~is alternative {~oes not include the Middle and upper South
Yuba Rivers, and North Fork North Fork American River,
which have high likelihoods of water developments in the
future. This would adversely affect many wildlife species,
including these aasouiated with lute-sucoassional forest,
high-quality riparian areas, and areas with I~le human
development and access. However, the designation of the
Nodh Yube River, lower South Yuba River, and Canyon Creek
would protect the wildlife resource values and high biological
diversity in the river corridors by limiting any further develop-
ment and preventing the high likelihood of future water
diversions.

This alternative does not protect the exceptional outstandingly
remarkal~le wildlife and anological values (see Chapter III &
IV) present within the river corridors in the area around Downie
River, Pauley Creek, Lavezzola Creek, Empire Creek, and
New York Ravine. However, the ecosystem values of the
entire area would be more favorably protected into the future
by designating it a SIA or RNA, because wild and scenic
designation would only maintain the outstandingly remarkable
resource values within the half-mile river corridors.

Canyon Creek is classified as scenic instead of wild under
this alternative. Wildlife species, specifically TEPS species,
would best be protected under the wild designation. This
creek has many values for wildlife, including late-sucoassional
habitat, connected habitat to facilitate witdlife movement,
high-qual~ stands of old-growth forest, and high quality
bald eagle and red-legged frog habitat. Presently, the river
corridor has only a few primitive roads within its boundary,
has no water diversions, no development, and numerous
foot trails. Factors thut preserve wildlife resource values could
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be lost if Canyon Creek is not recommended and managed
under the wild classification.

Under this alternative, only the lower portion of the South
Yuba River is classified as scenic and recreation. "l~e upper
portion of the dyer would not be managed for free-flowing
characteristics, because future proposed hydroelectric facilities
could be constructed, and wildlife habitat could be lost.

Alternative C would be more favorable for wildlife, including
TEPS species, than Altamaifve B, but not as favorable as
Alternatives A, D, E, or F.

Altarnativa D The wildlife values within the (war corridor (see Chapter IV)
for the 14 rivers recommended would be maintained to varying
degrees under this alternative because the maximum designa-
tion is not recommended for all the rivers. The river and river
segments not recommended under this alternative would net
be managed to maintain free-flowing characteristics because
future proposed hydroelectric facilities could be constructed.
In addition, an increase in management activities is expected,
which could negatively disturb wildlife or remove or degrade
habitat. Therefore, there would be probable additional adverse
impacts on TEPS species or their habitats.

This altamative does not include the South Yube River, which
has a high likelihood of water development in the future. This
would adversaly affect many wildlife species, However, the
designation of the North Yuba, Middle Yuba, North Fork
North Fork American, and North Fork Middle Fork American
Rivers would protect the wildlife resource values and high
biological diversity in the river corridor by limiting any further
development and preventing the high likelihood of luture
water diversions.

Classification of the proposed six rivers and creeks changes
f~om all or m~’tly wild (Alternative A) to scenic in this altarnaitve,
Therefore, the outstandingly remarkable wildlife values for
each of these rivers could be adversely affected under this
alternative.

The exceptional outstandingly remarkable wildlife and ecologi-
cal values (see Chapter III & IV) present within the river corridors
in the area around Downie River, Pauley Creek, Lavezzola
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Creek, Empire Creek, and New York Ravine would be protected
under this alternative. However, the ecosystem values of the
entire area would be more favorable protected into the future
by designating it a SIA or RNA because wild and acenic
designation would only maintain the resource values within
the half-mile river corridors.

Alternative D would be more favorable for wildlife, including
TEPS sp6~es, than Alternatives B, C, E, and F, but not as
favorable as Alternative A.

Alternative E "l’ne wildlife values within the river corridor (see Chapter IV)
for the ten rivers recommended would be maintained to
varying degrees under this alternative because the maximum
designation is not recommended for all the rivers. The river
and river segments not recommended under this atternative
would not be managed to maintain free-flowing characteristics
because future proposed hydroelectric facilities could be
constructed. In addition, an ~]oresse in management actJ’,(~es
is expected, which could negatively disturb wildlife or remove
or degrade habitat. Therefore, there would be probable
additional a,~verse impacts on TEPS species or their habitats,

This alternative does not include the North Yuba, Middle
Yuba, and lower South Yuba Rivers, which have high
likelihoods of water developments in the future. This would
adversely affect many wildlife species, including tho~e
associated with late-successional forest, high-qualify riparian
areas, and areas ~ little human development and access.
However, the designation of the upper South Yube, North
Fork North Fork American, and North Fork Middle Fork
Ame~.~r~ Rivers would protect the wildlife resource values
and high biological diversity in the river corridors by limiting
any further development and preven~ng the high likelihood
of future water diversions.

"l~e outstandingly remarkable wildlife and ecological values
(see Chapter III & IV) present within the river corridors in the
area around Downie River, Pauley Creek, Lavezzola Creek,
Empire Creek, and New York Ravine would be protected
under this alternative. However, the ecosystem values of the
entire area would be more favorably protected into the future
by designating it a SIA or RNA because wild and scenic
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designation would only maintain the resource values within
the half-mile river cerrldors.

]11is alternative recommends a scenic status for North Fork
Middle Fork American River, rather than the wild status for
this river under Alternative A. The wildlife values of this river,
including suitable TEPS habitat, old-growth forest, and ripadan
habitat, could be adversely affected under this alternative.

Alternative E would be more favorable for wildlife, including
TEPS species, than Alternatives B and C, but not a~ favorable
as Alternatives A. D, and F.

Alternative F The wildlife values within the river corridor (see Chapter IV)
for the Fifteen rivers recommended would be maintained
under this alternative. The highest classification for each of
these rivers is recommended, providing additional habitat
protection, However, the dyer and river segments not
recommended under this alternative would not be managed
to maintain f~ee-ltowing characteristics because future pro-
posed hydroelectric facilities could be constructed. In addition,
an increase in management activities is expected, which
could negatively disturb wildlife or remove or degrade habitat.
There[ore, there would be probable additional adverse impacts
on TEPS species or their habitats.

The North, Middle, and South Yuba Rivers. which h~ve a
high likelihood of water development in the future, are not
recommended in this alternative. This would adversely affect
many wildlife species, including those associated with late-
successional forest, high-quality riparian areas, and areas
with little human development and access. However, the
designation of the North Fork North Fork American and North
Fork Middle Fork Amedcan Rivers would protect the wildlife
resource values and high biological diversity in the river corridor
by limiting any further development and preventing the high
likelihood of future water diversions.

This alternative only partially protects the outstandingly
remarkable wildlife and ecological values (see Chapter III &
IV) present within the river corridors in the area around Downie
River, Pauley Creek, Lavezzola Creek, Empire Creek, and
New York Ravine because Lavezzola Creek is not recommend-
ed. This can diminish the area’s value as contributing to a
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unique block of Iste-successional forest and riparian hab~at
in the Sierra Nevada. However, the ecosystem values of the
entire area would be more favorably protected into the future
by designating it a SIA or RNA because wild and scenic
designation would only maintain the reeource values within
the half-mile river corridors.

Alternative F would be more favorable for wildlife, including
TEPS species, than Alternatives B, C, and E, but not ss
favorable as Alternatives A and D.
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OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES

Adverse Effects that Cannot be Avoided

Some increases in environmental degradation may result from increased recreation
use due to designation, Individual river management plans would address mitigation
actions to reduce any environmental problems aJong the recommended rivers.
Congressionally recommended rivers would be under the statutory protection of
the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act, Rivers not recommended would continue to be
managed in accordance with federal, state, and local county plans.

Implementation of any of the altemativss may create some social conflicts between
various users, simply because any action or lack of action is acceptable to some
people and not acceptable to others.

Local Short-Term Uses of Man’s Environment and Maintenance and Enhance-
ment of Long-Term Productivity

Implementation of any alternative would continue to provide opportunities for
short-term resource yields. Forest management pranced under either federal or
state standards (described in Forest Plans and the California Forest Practices Act)
ensure that short-term resource activities do not significantly impair the land’s
long-term productivity. Congressional designation of any alternative, except
Alternative B (No Action), would enhance the long-term free-flowing river recreational
opportunities on the river(s) included in that alternative.

Irreversible or Irretrievable Commitments of Resources

An irreversible commitment is one in which nonrenewable resources are permanently
lost. None of the alternatives result in use or moditication of resources that are
considered nonrenewable (e.g., minerals). There would be no irreversible commit-
ment of resources. Designation would protect threatened, endangered, or sensitive
plants or animals and eligible or listed historic properties from becoming irreversibly
lost due to dam construction.

An irretrievable commitment is one in which resource production or use is lost
while managing an area for another purpose. Implementation of Alternative A
would create some slight decline in the production of forest, forage, and mineral
resources. Any decline in the use of these resources would result in an irretrievable
loss of these resources. All alternatives eliminate or reduce the management of
some resources while inc~sealng the managemen~ opportunities of others.

In all the action alternatives there is the potential for some level of irretdeveble loss
of future water development for those rivers recommended for designation.
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Designation of a river clearly precludes future dam construction. While there are
no formal proposals from water agencies and utility companies at this time, several
of the rivers have been identified in the past for potential projects at specific sites,
and all the eligible rivers have the potential for small hydroelectric projects. Alternative
A would make the greatest commitment to the irretrievable loss of opportunities
for we~er devetopment because all twenty (wo rivers are recommended, Alternative
C, the preferred alternative, would have a moderate impact on the irretrievable
loss of lucre options for water development. Alternative D would have a moderate
impact and Alternatives E and F would have slight impacts to the possible irretrievable
loss of future water development.

37re withdrawal of lands from mineral entry for wild rivers is an irretrievable
commitment (subject to valid existing rights) if a given river is recommended and
classified as wild. Alternative A would make the largest irretrievable commitment
because the highest number of wild rivers are recommended. The preferred
alternative would make no irretrievable commitment because no rivers are
recommended for wild classification. Alternatives D and F would make moderate
commitments and Alternative E would make slight irretrievable commitme~s due
to minaral withdrawal on wild rivers.

Other Effects

None of the alternatives would have adverse effects in terms of energy requirements.
conservation potential, or urban quality. No conflicts w~th federal, regional, or state
land use plans have been identified.

Compatibility with S~te and Local Plans and Policies

There are no known incompatibilities with state and local plans and policies. During
the public me~ing phase early in the suitability process, Sierra County passed a
resolution opposing designation of any rivers into the National Wild and Scenic
System within the county. Designation of Canyon Creek, Pauley Creek, Lavezzola
Creek, Empire Creek, Downie River, North Yuba River, Middle Yuba River, and
New York Ravine would be in conflict with Sierra County’s resolution. As a cooperator,
the State Parks officially supports designation along the South Yuba River.
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and with Special Interest Areas. Phil received h~s Bachelor of Landscape Architecture
(1969) from the College of Forestry and Environmental Science at Syracuse, New
York. He has served on four National Forests, a State Forest in Australia, and the
Amedcan Peace Corps in Iran for the Iranian Park Service.
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her B.S. in Natural Resources Planning, Humboldt State University, ArceCa, California.
She has served on the Tahoe National Forest since 1990, and worked as a Park
Ranger for both Yosemite and Redwood National Parks.
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National Environmental Policy Act were followed. Bill received his B.S. (Forest
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Forester licensed by the State of California. Bill has been the Environmental
Coordinator for the Tahoe National Forest for ten years.
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John provided expertise in land status, mineral area management and special
uses. Received BS in Forestry in 1960 from the University of Connecticut and has
completed postgraduate work in real estate, and is a professional forester licensed
by the State of California.
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management, including Threatened and Endangered species management for
plants. Kathy received a Master of Science Degree in Plant Ecology from Northern
Michigan University in 1978. She has work experience with the Michigan Department
of Natural Resources, the Lake Tahoe Basin Management Unit, and the Tahoe
National Forest.
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Ann provided expertise on fisheries issues for the study, including the management
needs for the federally listed Threatened Lahontan cutthroat trout. Ann received
her M.S. in Aquatic Ecology from Utah State University. She has worked for the
Tahoe National Forest as a Fish Biologist since 1989.

Donna Day (Tahoe National Forest - Archaeologist)

Donna Day, Assistant Forest Archaeologist, B.A. in Anthropology at CSU, Northridge,
Certificate in Cultural Resource Management at CSU, Chico, Graduate Studies at
CSU, Chico. Donna worked for the USFS as a District Archaeologist between
1979 and 1988 and then as an Assiatan’~ Forest Archaeologist between 1988 to
present. Prior to federal service Donna was employed by the Center for Public
Archaeology at CSUN as a Project Crew Leader and Small Project Director and
as the President in charge of contracts and bidding.

Jim Eicher (Bureau of Land Management - Outdoor Recreation PLanner)

Jim is the Outdoor Recreation Planner in the Folsom Resource Area Office. Jim
received his M.S. degree in Recreation Administration from California State University
Sacramento in 1987 and his B.S. degree in Outdoor Recreation Planning from
Oregon State University, Corvallis, Oregon in 1979. Jim has worked in the Folsom
office since 1980.
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B.S, in Bus. Admin. (1973) and BS in Forestry (1977), both from
University of Nevada, Reno. Has worked on six National Forests in
two regions. Provided expertise in timber management, silvicultural
practices, and integrated pest management practices.
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BS Biology 1977; grad work in Env Engioeering-Water Resource Mgt. Julie has
worked for USFS since 1984 as hydrologist.

Blaze Baker (Assistant Forest Botanist)

Blaze provided support and research assistance with the botanical section of the
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Nevada County Irrigation District
Nevada County Planning Department
Northern Sierra Air Quality District
Office of the Governor, State Clearing House
Parks and Recreation District
Placer County Environmental Heaifh
Placer County Board of Supervisors
Placer County Planning Department
Placer County Water Agency

VIII - 1

I --01 1 563
1-011563



Sierra County Board of Supervisors
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PETITION
SINCE

the c~tizens desire to maintain control of all waterways within the
County of Sierra arid to allow them and their children

to determine their usage now and iza the f~ture.

WE, the people of Sierra County, do hereby petti~oa
Mr. Skinner

Taho~ National Forest
To exclude Sierra County from any consideration of inclusion in the

W~D AND SCENIC R1VEP~ ACT

that Sierra County does not become an uaintonded party to such Federal Act.

Printed Name Address Signature

On this date__,1993 I,
above persons to be residents of[

Printed Name .Signature

Upon Completion plcasa return to: Bill Adas~¢wicz 121 Poplar Lane Pike, Ca. 95960

Appendix A.
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Wild And Scenic River Study
UP DATE

Ma~" 19, 1994

Pha~e II Suitability ~qfl Environmental lmpacg Statement

Appendix B.
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Management Guldellnes
for

Wild, Scenic, and Recreational
River Corridors

The following guidelines provide general management direction for National Forest
lands for recommended and designated Wild, Scenic, and Recreational River corridors
and that a more specific Management Plan is developed after Wild and Scenic River
designation.

WILD RIVERS

Timber Production: Cutting of trees will not be permitted except when needed in
association with a primitive recreation experience (such as clearing for trails and
protection of users) or to protect the environment (such as control of fire). Timber
outside the boundary but within the visual corridors, will be managed and harvested in a
manner to provide special emphasis to visual quality.

Water Supply: All water supply darns and major diversions are prohibited.

Hydroelectric Power: No development of hydroelectric power facilities would be
permitted.

Flood Control: No flood control dams, levees, or other works are allowed in the channel
or river corridor. The natural appearance and essentially primitive character of the river
area must be maintained.

Mining: New mining claims and mineral leases are prohibited within 1,/4 mile of the
river. Valid claims would apt be abrogated. Subject to regulations (36 CFR 228) that
the Secretaries of Agriculture and Interior may prescribe to protect the rivers included in
the National System, other existing mining activity would be allowed to continue.
Existing mineral activity must be condacted in a manner that minimizes surface
disturbance, sedimentation, and visual impairment. Reasonable access will be permilted.

Road Construction: No roads or other provisions for overland motorized travel would
be permitted within a narrow incised river valley or. if the river valley is broad, within
1/4 mile of the river bank. A few inconspicuous roads leading to the boundary of the
river area at the time of study will not disqualify wild river classifica~iom Also,
unobtrusive trail bridges could be allowed.

Appendlx C,
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Agriculture: Agricultural use is restricted to a limited amount of domestic livestock
grazing and hay production to the extent currently practiced. Row crops are prohibited.

Recreation Development’, Major public-use areas, such as large campground, interpretive
centers, or administrative headquarters are located outside the wild river area, Simple
comfort and convenience facilities, such as fireplaces or shelters may be provided as
necessary w~thin the river area. These should harmonize with the surroundings.

Structure: A few minor existing structures could be allowed assuming such structures
are not incompatible with the essentially primitive and natural values of the viewshed.
New structures would not be allowed except in rare instances to achieve management
objectives (i.e, structures and activities associated with fisheries enhancement programs
could be allowed).

Utilities: New transmission lines, gas lines, water lines, ere, are discouraged. Where no
reasonable alternative exists, additional or new facilities should be restricted to existing
rights-of-way. Where new rights-of-way are indicated, the scenic, recreational, and fish
and wildlife values must be evaluated in the selection of the site.

Motorized travel: Motorized travel on land or water could be permitted, but is generally
not compatible with this classification.

SCENIC RIVERS

Timber Prodocdon: A wide range of silvicufiural practices could be allowed provided
that such practices are carried on in such a way that there is no substantial adverse effect
on the river and its immediate environment. The river area should be maintained in its
near natural environment. Timber outside the boundary but within the visual scene area
should be managed and harvested in a manner which provides special emphasis on visual
quality.

Water Supply: All water supply dams and major diversions are prohibited.

Hydroelectric Power: No development of hydroelectric power facilities would be
allowed.

Flood Conlrol: Flood control dams and levees would be prohibited.

Mining; Subject to regulations at 36 CFR 228 that the Secretaries of Agriculture and
the Interior may prescribe to protect the values of rivers included in the National
System, new mining claims and mineral leases could be allowed and existing operations
allowed to continue. However, mineral activity must be conducted in a manner that
minimizes surface disturbance, sedimentation and pollution, and visual impairment.
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Road Construction: Ro~ds may occasionally bridge the river area and short stretches of
conspicuous or longer stretches of inconspicuous and ’~ell-screened roads or screened
railroads could be allowed. Consideration will be given to the type of use for which
roads are constructed and the type of use that will occur in the r~ver area,

Agriculture: A w~der range of agriealttiral uses is [~erraitted to the extent currently
practiced. Row crops are not considered as an intrusion of the "largely primitive" nature
of scenic corridors as long as there is not a substantial adverse effect on the natural-like
appearance of the river area.

Recreation Development: Larger scale public use facilities, such as moderate size
campgrounds, public information centers, and administrative headquarters are allowed if
such structures are screened from the river. Modest and unobtrusive marinas also can
be allowed.

Structures: Any concentrations of habitations are limited to relatlvely short reaches of
the river corridor. New structures that would have a direct and adverse effect on river
values would not be allowed.

Utilities: This is the same as for wild rivers.

Motorized Travel: Motorized travel on land or water may be permitted, prohibited or
restricted to protect the river values.

RECREATIONAL RIVERS

Timber Production: Timber harvesting would be allowed under standard restrictions to
protect the immediate river environment, water quality, scenic, fish and wildlife, and

Water Supply: Existing low dams, diversion works, rip rap and other minor structures
are allowed provided the waterway rerna~ns generally natural in appearance. New

Hydroelectric Power: No development or" hydroelectric power facilities is provided.

Flood Control: Existing flood control works may be maintained. New structures are
prohibited,

Mining: Subject to regulations (36 CFR 228) that the Secretaries of Agriculture and the
Interior may prescribe to protect values or rivers included in the National System, new
mining claims and mineral leases are allowed and existing operations are allowed to
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continue. MineraJ activity must be conducted in a manner that minimizes surface
disturbance, sedimentation and pollution, and visual impairment.

Road Construction: Paralleling roads or railroads could be constructed on one or both
river banks, There can be several bridge crossings and numerous river access points.

AGriculture: Lands may be managed for a full range of agricultural uses. to Ihe extent
currently practiced.

Recreatiot~ Development: Campgrounds and picnic areas may be established in close
proximity to the river. However, recreational classification does not requite extensive
recreation development.

Structures: Small Communities as well as dispersed or cluster residential developments
are allowed. New structures are allowed for beth habitation and for intensis/e recreation

UtilRies: This is the same as for wild and scenic river classifications.

Motorized Travel: Motorized travel on land or water may be permilted, prohibited or
restricted, Controls will usually be similar to ~urrounding lands and waters.
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NORTH YUBA RWER

Description: The Noah Yuba P.3ver is ~ocatad in t~e nor~arn posen of the Tahoe
National Forest. The Ywer flows for approximately fourty*five miles from its headwaters
at Yuba Pass to New Bullards Bar I::laser~ir. There are a to~ of 14,228 asres
~vithin the river corridor. The watershed is highly mineralized and characterized by
large rock outcrops in the upper reaches wflh high gradient riffles and frequent
deep pools with boulder substrate. There is a complete canopy of wilfew, aider
and Iodgepola pine ever the channel. 1he river is easily accessible as Highway 49
parallels 90 percent of the river. "The segment above New Bullards Bar Is accessible
by rough foot trail. Virtually all of the open land ak~g the river is covered by mining
claims, Some existing power and telephone linee parallel the highway. There are
numerous public campgrounds and picnic sites {some with toilet teci~dJee) along
the river corridor. A historic driving tour and six interpretive stops are k:)cated
along Highway 49 between Oregon Creek and the top of Yuba Pass. The towns
of Goodyears Bar, Downieville, and Sierra City are located adjacent the river,
Numerous special use permits have been issued along the river corddor including
recreation summer homes north of Downisvilie, water system permits, and
commercial rafting permits. There is a seasonal mining camp located at Shenanigan
Flat.

Vegetation within the corridor includes riparian, foothill woodland, mixed conifer,
and subalpine, Riparian vegetation grows along the cresk banks and contains
deciduous trees and shrubs that give way to Iodgepoie pine and red fir at the
higher elevations. Riparian vegetation is also found in other areas of the corridor
primarily in areas where the terrain is moist and shaded. There are known
occurrences of Lewisia centelowii (a sensitive plant) within the corridor. There are
no other known occurrences of sensitive or watchlist plants or plant communPJes.
There is potential habitat for Atabis oonstancei, Ftfillafia eastwoodlae, Lewisla
cantelowii, Lewisia serrate, Phacolia stebbinsii, and Scheuchzeria palusttis vat.
8r~e~cene.

The North Yuba River provides habitat for a variety of sensifive wildlife species.
The federally listed endangered bald eagle uses the river corridor. California spotted
owls and the northern goshawk also share the corridor. There are both PACs
(protected antivity centers) and SOHAs (spotted ow~ habitat areas) within the area
to provide for the spotted owls. The river environment is also potential habitat for
Pacific fisher and marten. There are healthy populations of rainbow, brown, and
eastern brook trout throughout the corridor. There are no other known federally
lsted Threatened and Endangered wildlife / fishery species within the area.

Eligibility: The North Yuba River is eligible for its fisheries, herifege resource values,
vegetation, scenic, and recreation values. The fishery values were considered of

R.-1Appendix D.
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Statewide significance in terms of fish diversity, quality of habitat and trophy fishery,
The cultural values were considered to have high regional significance and probable
national significance for the extent and complexity of the go~d mining history and
the existing and potential interpretive opportunities available along the North Yuba
River. The recreation values are considered to be regionally significant due to the
diversity o! dyer associated recreation activities. The rearaation activities range
from whitewater rafting to a whole range of day use and overnight camping
opportunities as well as the recreation opportunities offered by the local communities
and their overnight accommodations and eating astablishments, The scenic values
were identified as regionally significant due to the dramatic spatial definition of the
dyer canyon, the lush quality of vegetation, and the diversity of scenic opportunities
from the landmark Sierra Buttes, to the waterfalls, rapids, and cultural landscapes
of the local towns. The vegetation values were considered of regional significance
due to the rare nature of Lewiaia and the likelihood that they are genetically different
than other Lewisia populations because of geographic isolation,

Cleselficatlon: During the eligibility phase of the study the North Yuba River was
classified as wild, scenic, and recreation. The longest segment from the Yoba
Pass area to Shenanigan Flat is classified as recreation due to the level of
devalopmeof along the corridor including towns, roads, and mining claims. The
segment from Shenanigan Flat to Race Track Point is classified as wild due to the
primitive set~ng and distinct lack of human development other than a some mining
claims. The final segment from Race Track Point to Wambo Bar is classified as
scenic due to the existence of a Penstock at Wambo Bar that is clearly visible
from the river for over a mile of its length.

Alternatives; This river is found in alternatives A, C (prsf), and D.

Re©ommendation: The North Yuba River was considered to be a worthy addition
into the National Wild and Scenic River System b~,ause of the National significance
of the gold mining history and State level significance of the fishery. In addition
the river provides a broad range of recreation opportunities, higher scenic quality,
and plant values.

Land Use and Management t~ireoflon: The North Yuba River corridor has
historically been a major mining district that supported the development of several
communities. Downieville, Sierra City and Goodyears Bar date back to the early
mining period and continue to this day.

Mining, camping, swimming, fishing, picnicking, hiking, kayaking, and raffing are
contemporary uses within the corridor. Sierra County has zoned the majority of
the corridor as General Forest with a 600 acre minimum parcel size. A exception
to this zoning is in and around the towns of Downiaville, Goodyears Bar, Sierra
City. and Indian Valley. These communities are zoned for Urban use.
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The Tahoe Land and Resource Management Plan resource emphasis for the river
corridor from Cut Eye Fosters Bar to Bullards Bar Reservoir is regalated inter~eive
even-age timber management, visual quali~j along Highway 49, wildlife and
watershed values (-FLMP MA 023 Pendola). "~e pdmary resource emphasis for
the remainder of the dyer are scenic and visual qualities while providing a broad
spectrum of recreation opportunities. "~e ~ands surround{rig the town of Gcodyears
Bar are to remain available for townsite expansion. New land and resource allocations
are deferred if they adversely affect the lands needed for townsite expansion (TLMP
MA 022 Goodyears).

Should Congress designate the river, historic, fishery, and recreation values would
be enhanced due to the development of a management plan that would emphasize
protecting these values, In addition the river recrestion and resource values would
be protected from damming and inundation.

The estimated cost to create a management plan for the (~ver would be $150,000.
At this time no acquisition ~ private lands is proposed in any alternative and therefore
no costs are projected for land acquisition.
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LAVEZZOLA CREEK

Description: Lavezzola Creek is located north of Downieville in Sierra County and
the Tahoe National Forest. The creek flows for approximately fifteen miles from its
headwaters at Spencer Lake and Sunnyside Creek, to its confluence with the
Downie River. There is a total of 4,273 acres within the river corridor. Lavezzola
Creek is characterized by canyons surrounded by densely forested hills. ~le
stream channel is well confined by a steep bedrock canyon with vertical rock
wails in some lower sections. Watedalls and deep plunge and s~3ar pools are
common. In the lower reaches the canyon opens slightly allowing occasional wide
flood plains. Access into the creek corridor can be obtained in the lower reaches
via Lavezzola Ranch. Access into the creek corridor above Smith Creek is primitive.
There are no utility corridors, public facilities, paved roads, or special use permits
withint he corridor. There are some private homes located at the Lavezzola Ranch
and Empire Ranch areas. The canyon is highly mineralized and there are many
mining claims within the corridor.

Vegetation within the corridor includes riparian, mixed conifer, and subalpine. The
corridor and surrounding ridges contain some large blocks of old-growth forest.
Riparian vegetation grows along the creek banks and contains ~cidUOL~ trses
and shrubs that give way to Iodgepole pine and red fir at the higher elevations.
Riparian vegetation is also found in terrain that is shady and moist. There are
known occurrences of Lewisia cante~owii within the corridor, There are no other
known occurrences of the sensitive or watchlist plants or plant communities within
the proposed corridor. There is potential habitat for Frltil/aria eastwoodiae, Lewisia
serrats, Penatemon personatus, Phace/ia stebbinsii, Schecohzeda pa/uatris vat.
americana, and Vaccinium coooinium within the proposed corridor.

The California spotted owl resides within the river corridor. There is a SOHA (spotted
owl habitat area) within the corddor to accommodate the owls. The corridor is
also potential habitat for Pacific fisher and marten. Rainbow and Eastern Brook
Trout are common within the stream. There are no known federally listed Threatened
and Endangered wildlife/fishery species within the study area.

Eligibility: Lavezzola Creek is outstanding for its ecological values. The creek
corridor is part of an ecologically significant area of old growth and old growth
dependent species. The overall area is approximately 23,000 acres of near natural
conditions with extensive stands of old growth. The old growth is complex and
includes mixed conifer as well as red fir. There is also vegetation diversity due to
the existence of several meadows and rocky openings within the larger area. The
vegetation is highly representative of late seral stage ecosystem that is largely
intact while also displaying other natural stages of succession. This area is
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considered significant for the following reasons: 1. There is a high number of
species, 2. The vegetation is mostly intact, 3. ]]~e area of old growth is la/ge in
size for the Sierras, 4, There is a very dense population of spotted owls in the
area, and .5. The dendritic pattern of the streams and tributaries contributes to the
integrity of the watershed system as well as the biological ecosystem. Lavaszola
Creek also has a tegionaiFy significant fishery.

Claeelffeetion: During the eligibility phase of the study Lavezzola Creek was
claas~fiad as wild and scenic. The portion of the creek form Sm~ Creek tributary
north is classified as wild due to the primitive setting and distinct lack of access
and development. Below Smlth Creek the density of mining claims, access, and
human development result in a Scenic Claesiticetion.

Alternatives: This creek is found in alternatives A and D.

Rasommend~tion: Lavezzola Creek was not considered to be a worthy addition
into the National Wild and Scenic River System because i~s values extend far
beyond the quarter mile corridor boundary. The creek is just one of many which
flow through a large contiguous bk~ck of ecologically d~verss forest. This eree is
currently being studied by SNEP (Sierra Nevada Ecosystem Project) for comprehen-
sive protection.

Land Use and Management Dlrestfen: Placer mining, fishing, mountain biking,
and hiking are some contemporary uses w~thin the corridor. Sierra Ceunty has
zoned the majority of the corridor as General Forest with a 800 acre minimum lot
size. The California Department of Fish and Game has designated the stream as a
Wild Trout fishery. The primary resource emphasis in the Tahoe Land and Resource
Management Plan are wildlife, wild trout, and watershed values. Management for
the Caifforn{a spotted owl habitat areas and dispersed recreation use is
emphasized (’[’LMP MA 005 Lavezzola). The Tahoe Land and Resource Management
Plan guidefinas do not protect the r~ver corridors from future licensing and
construction of dams and water project.s resulting ~n flooding of the river resources.

Should Congress designate the river, water quality, ecological values, and
recreational values would be enhanced due to comprehensive specific management
planning and prote~on from dams or impoundments that may inundate the resource
values.

The estimated cost to create a management plan for Lavezzola Creek is $25,000.
At this time no acquisition of private lands is proposed in any alternative and therefore
no costs are projected for land acquisition.
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CANYON CREEK

Description: Canyon Creek is located along the border between the Tahoe National
Forest and the Plumas National Fore~. The creek flows for approximately thirty
miles from its headwaters to the confluence with the North Yuba River. The watershed
is characterized by canyons surrounded by steep hills. There are a total of 8,945
acres within the river corridor. ]’he study corridor is characterized by aiders and
willows which line the stream channel. The upper banks and ddges are densely
covered by conifers. The stream channel is characterized by deep pools, riffles,
cascades and bedrock chutes. The Creek flows through a highly mineralized
area. Access into the corridor can be obtained at the North Yuba confluence by
walking a trail from Shenanigan Flat or along the upper reaches at Poker Flat via
two rough dirt roads. There ~re also several roads and primitive trails which follow
old roads into the canyon. Primitive seasonal mining cabins are [ocatsd near the
creek in the Poker Flat area. There are no utility corridors, pubtic facilities, or special
use permits within the corridor.

Vegetation within the corridor includes riparian, mixed conifer, and subalpine. The
corridor and surrounding ridges contain some large blocks of old-growth forest.
Ripadan vegetation grows aicog the creek banks and contains decJduous trees
and shrubs that give way to conifers and shrubs at the higher elevofions. Riparian
vegetation is also found in moist areas of the Canyon Creek corridor. There are
no other known occurrences of sensitive or watchlist plants or plant communities.
There is potential for Arebis constancei, Fritillaria eas~woodiae, Lewisia cantelowii,
Lewisia serrata, Penstemon personatus, Phaca/ia stebbieeii, Scheuchzeria palustria
vat. americana within the study corridor.

The canyon is a major wildlife corridor. There are five PACs (protected activity
centers) and two SOHAs (spotted owl habitof areas) for the California spotted owl
within the study area. The northern goshawk also occurs within the corridor. The
canyon is potential habitat for the Pacific fisher. The creek supports a healthy,
native population of Rainbow Trout. Fry are common in shallow, graval-covered
areas, and larger indiv’~duais are found in riff~es and pools. Boulders, deep pools,
and whitewater provide excellent cover, There are no known federally listed
Threatened or Endangered wildlife / fishery species within the area.

Eligibility: Canyon Creek is outstanding for its heritage resources, scenic resources,
and primitive recreation values. The remote canyon contains numerous historic
mining sites. These sites include intact mining equipment, town sites, and their
eesocJated structures, a whole range of mining activities, and transportation routes.
Steep rocky cliffs, deep plunge pools, dramatic waterialls, and large boulders
icolude some of the scenic values that extend for miles. There is very limited access
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to Canyon Creek which allows for primitive recreation opportunities providing
solitude from human development.

Ctes$1flcation: During the eligibility phase of the study, Canyon Creek was claasif~ed
as a wild river with the exception of about two miles of stream centered around
the P~ker Flat area. This area has been claas~lied as scenic due to the mining
camps, roads, and associated structures. The remainder of the river was olassified
wild due to the lack of roads, human development, lack of evidence of land
management activities, and the overall primitive character. There are some mining
claims in the co~idor but their physical presence remains relativaiy low key.

AIternativea: Ttlis river is found in aiternativas A, C (Preferred),and D.

Recommendation: Canyon Creek was considered to be a worthy addition into
the National Wild and Scenic River System because of its semi-primitive and primitive
scan~c values as well as its historic mining valuas.

Land Use and Management Direction: Canyon Creeks corridor has historically
been used for placer and quartz mining purpcaas. There am several historic mines
within the river corridor. Contemporary uses within the corridor include fishing,
placer mining, and hiking (in the upper reaches). Canyon Creek is 100 percent on
public land. The current Tahoe Land and Resource Management Plan resource
emphasis within the river corridor am intensive evan-age timber management,
visual quality, wildlife and watershed values (TLMP MA 023 Pandola and MA 006
Canyon). The current Tahoe Land and Resource Management Plan geidaiinas do
not protect the river corridor fiom future licens;mg and construction of dams and
water projects which may flood the river resources.

Should Congress designate the creek, the prim~ve recreation and historic values
would be enhanced by a integrated management plan. The other main land use,
placer mining could continue under Alternative C because the river is recommended
for a s~enic designation. Some mining activities may have to be modified to meet
the scenic river designation.

The estimated cost to create a management plan for the river would be $.35,000.
At this time no acquisition of private lands is proposed and therefore no costs are
projected for land acquisition.
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DOWNIE RIVER

Description: Downie River is located north of the town of Downieville, County seat
for the County of Sierra. The river flows for approximately twelve miles from ffs
headwaters at Rattlesnake Creek and the Western Branch to its confluence with
the North Yuba River. Them are approximately 3,819 acres within the study corridor.
T~e watershed flows through a highly mineralized area which is characterized by
steep forested canyons. There is extensk, e blocks of old growth mixed conifer
and red fir stands. The plants are highly representative of a late serai stage ecosystem
that is large}y intact. Access into the Downie River can be obtained by using a dirt
road which begins in Downieville and ends around Davas Ravine. The Downie
River Trail and Rattlesnake Creek Trail provide motorized and nonmotorized access
along the creek from Grant Ra’~me to the headwater area. There are several primitive
mining trails within the river corridor. Numerous small rustic cabins and many
mining claims are located along this stretch of the river. There ~re no utility corridors,
public facilities, paved roads, or special use permits w~thin the corridor.

Vegetation within the corridor includes riparian, mixed conifer, and subaipine. The
corridor and surrounding ridges contain some large blocks of old-growth forest.
Ripadan vsgetstion grows along the creek banks and contains deciduous trees
and shrubs that give way to conifers and shrubs at higher elevations. Riparian
vegetation is also found in moist terrain of the river corridor. There are known
occurrences of pacific yew within the Downie River corridor. There are no other
known occurrences of sensitive or wetchlist plans or plant communities. There is
potential for Arabia constanoei, Fritillaria eeslwcodiae, Lewisia oantelovii, Lewisia
serrata, Penstemon peraonatus, Phaoelia stebbinsii, Scheuchzeria palustris var.
americana, and/or Vaccinium coccinium.

"~e river corridor also serves as a wildlife corridor. The California spotted owl and
northern goshawk both reside within the study area. Two PACs (protected activity
centers) lie w~thin the area to provide nesting habitat for the spotted owl. ]he
corridor is also excellent habitat for Willow Flycatcher, Pacific fisher, and marten
and provides potential habitat for willow flycatcher. There is a healthy population
of Rainbow Trout in the Downie River. The watershed is intact and the water quality
is excellent. The federally Endangered bald eagle is known to forage along the
Oownie River corridor. There are no known Threatened and Endangered fish species
within the corridor.

Eligibility: The Downie River is part of an ecologically significant area for old growth
and old growth dependent species. The overall area is approximately 23,000 acres
of near natural conditions with extensive stands of old growth. The old growth is
complex and includes mixed conifer as well as red fir. There is also vegetation
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diversity due to the existence of several meadows and rocky openings within the
larger area. The vegetation is highly representative late seral stage ecosystem that
is largely intact while also displaying other natural stages of succession. The area
is considered significant for the same reasons documented under Lavezzola Creek.
Cleaelficatlon: During the eligibility phase of the study, the Downie River was
classified as both wild and recreation. The lower half is rJassified recreation due to
the presence of roads, bridges, cabins, and evidence of management actMties.
"R~e upper segment, starting near Doves Ravine is wild due to the primitive setting
and lack of access, it is recognized that there are mining claims with motorized
activities, but the access and broader setting meet the wild criteria for classification.

Alternatives: This river is found in alternatives A and D,

Resommandatiom The Downie River was not considered to be a worthy addition
into the National Wild and Scenic River System beCause its values extend far
beyond the quarter mile corridor boundary. The creek is just one of many which
flow through a large contiguous block of ecologically diverse older forest. This
area is currently being studied by SNEP (Sierra Nevada Ecosystem Project) for
comprehensive protection.

Land Use and Management Direction: Placer mining, fishing, mountain biking,
and hiking are some contemporary uses within the ccrddor. Sierra County has
zoned the majority of the corridor as General Forest with a 600 acre minimum lot
size. The primary resource emphasis in the Tahoe Land and Resource Management
Plan are wildlife and watershed values. Management for the California spotted owl
Habitat Areas and dispersed recreation use is also emphasized (TLMP MA 005
Lavezzola). The Tahoe Land and Resource Management Plan guidelines do not
prefect the river corridors from future licensing and construction of dams and
water projects resulting in flooding of the river resources.

Should Congress designate the river, water qual~y, ecological values, and
recreational values would be enhanced due to comprehensive specific management
planning and protection from dams or impoundments that may inundate the resource
values.

"me estimated cost to create a management plan for the Downie River is $40,000.
At this time no acquisition of private lands is proposed in any alternative and therefore
no costs are projected for land acquisition,
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NEW YORK RAVINE

Description: New York Ravine is located just east of the town of Downiaville. The
stream flows for approximately two miles into the North Yuba River. There are
apl:Koximately 837 acres within the study corridor. ]~e stream is charaotarized by
a steep, well confined channel with high gradient flow, dominated by cascades
and small waterfalls. Access into the river corridor can be obtained at the mouth
of the Ravine at Highway 49 or in the upper reaches of the ravine via a logging
road.

Vegetation within the corridor includes riparian, foothill woodland, and mixed conifer.
Riparian vegetation grows along the creek banks and contains deciduous trees
and shrubs. There are known occurrences of Lewisia cantelowii and Pacific Yew
within the New York Ravine corridor. There are no other known occurrences of
eensifive or watchlist plants or plant communities. There is potential habitat for
F~i/laria eastwoodiae, Lewisia cantelowii, Lewisia serrata, Pentemon personstus,
Phacelia stebbinsii, and Vaccinium coccinium.

Complete information on the fisheries in New York Ravine is not available, but
trout are known to occur in the stream. New York Ravine is of biological importance
in that it supports a Federal Category 1 species of caddisfly (Goeracea oregona),
and two Category 2 species of caddistlies (Farula prae/ongs, Neothremma gene//a).
G.~regona is known to exist exclusively in New York Ravine. New York Ravine is
also provides potential habitat for the Pacific fisher.

Eligibility: The unique aquatic resources in New York Ravine are primarily the
aquatic invertebrates which are considered "outstandingly remarkable" due to the
extremely limited distribution of these Federal Category I and II species. The
threatened and endangered status and location of only one population in one
stream gives if a high level of significance equivalent to national importance, In
addition to the invertebrate populations there are populations of Lewisia cantelowii
and Pacific Yew, which is unique to the North Yuba drainage.

Classlltcation: During the aligibility phase of the study New York Ravine was
classified recreation due to the presence of roads, logging activities, and private

Alternatives: New York Ravine is found in alternatives A, D, E, and F.

Recommendation: New York Ravine was not considered to be a worthy addition
into the National Wild and Scenic River System because the caddis fly has a very
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limited range of public interest and could be managed under the current Tahoe
Lend and Resource Management Plan guidelines.

Land Use end Mensgement Direction: New York Ravine h~s been used historically
for timber harvesting. Sierra County has zoned the majority of the corridor as
General Forest wP, h e rain{mum 600 acre lot size. The Tahoe Land and Resource
Management Plan resource emphasis is wildlife and water protection. Protection
of the caddis fly is also emphasized (TLMP MA 005 Lavezzola). The estimated
cost to create a wild and scenic river management plan for New York Ravine
would be $10.000. At this time no a~quisition of private lands is proposed in any
eiternative and therefore no costs are projected for land acquisition.
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PAULEY CREEK

Description: Pauley Creek is located north of Downieville on the Tahoe National
Forest. The creek flows for approximately fifteen miles from its headwaters above
Hawley Lake and Snake Lake to its confluence with the Downie River. There are
approximately 4,103 acres within the river corridor. The watershed is characterized
by open rocky meadows in the upper reaches and heavy forested canyons in the
lower segment. Access into the corridor can be obtained by walking in on the
second and third divide trails and Pauley Creek Trail or by driving into Gold Valley
on four wheel drive roads. There are extensive stands of older mixed conifer and
red fir species. The stream channel is characterized by narrow and deep canyons
with small deep pools in the upper reaches and lower reaches. In Gold Valley the
stream channel is wide and open.

Virtually every foot of Psuley Creek is claimed under the 1872 Mining Law. Seasonal
gold mining activity below Gold Valley is intense with many mining camps and
cabins along the creek which are reached by trail bikes and OHV’s as well as foot
tra~ls.

The combination of adjacent undisturbed older forests and meadow habitat at the
headwaters to Peuley Creek provides high quali~ potential habitat for great gray
owl, wolverine, and fisher. Marten are known to utilize the area. All of these species
are considered sensitive in Region Five of the Forest Service.

Vegetation within the corridor includes riparian, mixed conifer, and subalpine. The
corridor and surrounding ridges contain some large blocks of old-growth forest,
Riparian vegetation grows along the creek banks and contains deciduous trees
and shrubs that give way to Iodgepole pine at the higher elevations, Riparian
vegetation is also found in moist areas of the corridor. There are known occurrences
of Lewiaia cantefowii within the Pauley Creek Co~idor. There are no other known
occurrences of the sensitive or watchiist plants or plant communities within the
proposed corridor. There is potential habitat for Fr~tillaria eestwoodiae, Lewisia
serrate, Pensternort personatus, Phacelia stebbinaii, Scheuchzeria pa/ustrie van
americana, and Veocinium cocoinium within the proposed corridor.

Eligibility: Pauley Creek is eligible for its ecological and cultural values. The
ecological values identified for Pauley Creek are p~rt of an ecologically significant
area for old growth and old growth dependent species. The overall area is
approximately 23.000 acres of near natural conditions with exleosive stands of old
growth. The old grov~h is complex and includes mixed conifer as well as red fir.
There is also vegetation diversity due to the existence of several meadows and
rocky openings within the larger area. Pauley Creek provides some of the most
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extensive meadow areas in th~s whole complex. The vegetation is highly representa-
tive late eeral stage ecosystam that is largely )ntact while also displaying other
natural stages of succession. This area is considered significant as documented
earlier under Lavezzola Creek.

The cultural values identified are considered to be of national eign~cance due to
the high concentration of Petroglyphs and the interface of three distinct native
american cultural groups. Additional prehistoric sites continue along the rest of
the stream.

(~lasslftcatlon: During the aligibifity phase of the study, Pauley Creek was classified
as scenic. The Creek was classified scenic due to a combination of motorized trail
access, four wheel drive access and m)ning a~vitiea.

Alternatives; This river is found in alternative A,D, and F.

Recommendation: Pauley Creek was not considare~ to be a worthy addition into
the National Wild and Scenic River System because its values extend far beyond
the quarter mile corridor boundary" and do not focus on just specific streams. The
creek is just one of many which ttow through a large contiguous block of ecologically
diverse older forest. These values would be more appropriately managed under
an approach that encompasses a larger area that just specific stream corridors, A
Special Interest Area is one possibility that could be considered at a later date.
This area is currently being studied by SNEP (Sierra Nevada Ecosystem Project)
for comprehensive protection.

Land IJ=e and Management Direction: Pauley Creek has historically been a
popular placer mining area. Placer mining, fishing, mountain biking, and hiking are
some contemporary uses within the corridor. Sierra County has zoned the majority
of the corddor as General Forest with a 600 acre minimum lot size. The primary
resource emphasis in the Tahoe Land and Resource Management Plan are wildlife
and watershed values. Management for the California spotted owl habitat areas
and dispersed recreation use is also emphasized (’FLMP MA 005 Lavezz~la). The
Tahoe Land and Resource Management Plan guidelines do not protect the river
corridors from future licensing and construction of dams and water projects resulting
in flooding of the river resources. Should Congress designate the creek, water
quality, ecological valueS, and recreational values would be enhanced due to
comprehensive specific management planning and the protection from dams or
impoundmants that may inundate the area.

The estimated cost to create a management plan for Pauley Creek is $40,600. At
this t~me no acquisition of pdvate lands is proposed in any alternative and therefore
no costs are projected for land acquisition.
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EMPIRE CREEK

Description: Empire Creek is located north of Downieville on the Tahoe National
Forest. The creek flows for approximately nine miles from its tributary of Red Oak
Canyon near Rattlesnake Peak to its confluence with Lavezzola Creek. This area
is highly mineralized. There is a total of 2,757 acres within the dyer corridor. The
watershed is characterized by open rocky meadows in the upper reaches and
steep heavy forested canyons in the lower segment. The stream channel is narrow
and deep with small deep pools in the upper reaches. Access into the corddor
can be obtained by e dirt read which parallels the river up to the fork of Red Oak
Canyon and Empire Creek Trail. There are no utility corridors, public facilities,
paved roads, or special use permits within the corridor. There are some private
homes located at the Lavezzola Ranch and Empire Ranch areas. There are many
mining claims along the corridor.

Vegetation within the corridor includes riparian, mixed conifer, and subalpine. The
corridor and surrounding ridges contain some large blocks of old-growth forest.
Riparian vegetation grows along the creek banks and corxtains deciduous trees
and shrubs that give way to Iodgepole pine and red fir at the higher elevations.
Riparian vegetation is also found in other moist areas of the corridor, There are
no known occurrences of sensitive or watchlist plants or plant communities within
the proposed corridor. There is potential habitat for Fritillaria eestv/oodiae, Lewisie
cantelowii, Lewisia serrate, Penstarnon personatus, Phacelia stebbinsii, Scheuchze-
da palustds var. americana, and VeccinJum oeacinium within the proposed corridor.

The creek corridor also sePtes as a wildlife corridor. Both the California spotted
owl and northern goshawk occur within the area. There is a SOHA (spotted owl
habitat area) designated for the spotted owls within the corridor. "me corddor is
potential habitat for Pacific fisher. Both Rainbow Trout and Eeatsm Brook Trout
are found in the creek. There are no known Federally listed Threatened and
Endangered Species within the study corridor.

Eligibility: Empire Creek is eligible for its ecological values. Empire Creek is part
of an ecologically significant area for old growth and old growth dependent species.
The overall area is approximately 23,000 acres of near natural conditions with
extensive stands of old growth. The old growth is complex and includes mixed
conifer as well as red fir. There is also vegetation diversity due to the existence of
several meadows and rocky openings within the larger area. The vegetation is
highly representsthte late seral stage ecosystem that is largely intact while also
displaying other natural stage of succession. This area is considered significant
for the same reasons documented earlier under Lavezzola Creek.
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Claaslfication: Dudng the eligibility phase of the study, Empire Creek was classified
as both wild and scenic. The upper reaches of the creak is wild due to the absence
of devalopment and access. It is recognized that mining claims exist within the
’gVild" segemnt b~ the extent of these aclivities including motorized dredging are
not predominant enough to change the ¢Jassificetion. The lower segment of the
creek is c~assitied as scenic due to the road paralleling ’~e creek and the mining
cfaims dotted along the creek as wall as p£Nate land development.

Alternatlvea: This river is found in alternative A, O, and F.

Recommendation: Empire Creek was not considered to be a worthy addition into
the National Wild and Scenic River System because its values extend far beyond
the quarter mile corridor boundary. The creek is just one of many which flow through
a large contiguous b~ook of ecologically diverse older forest. This area is currently
being studied by SNEP (Sierra Nevada Ecosystem Project) for comprehensive
protection.

Land Use and Managemant Direction: Empire Creek has historically been a
popular placer mining area. Placer mining, fishing, mountain biking, and hiking are
some contemporary uses within the corridor. Sierra County has zoned the majority
of the oorddor as General Forest with e 600 acre minimum lot size. The primary
resource emphasis in the Tahoe Land and Resource Management Plan are wildlife
values and watershed values. Management for the California spotted owt habitat
areas and dispersed recreation use is also emphasized (TLMP MA 005 Lavezzola).
The Tahoe Land and Resource Management Plan guidelines does not protect the
river corridor from future licensing and construction of dams and water projects
resulting in flooding of the river resources.

Should Congress designate the creek, water quality, ecological values, and
recreational values would be enhanced due to comprehensive speoffic management
planning and the protection from dams or impoundments that may inundate the

]]~e estimated cost to create a management plan for the Empire Creek is $15,000.
At this time no acquisition of pdvate lands is proposed and therefore no costs are
projected for land acquisition.
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OREGON CREEK

Description: Oregon Creek is a tributary to the Middle Yuba River. "~e eligible
portion of the creek ifows fer approximately four miles from High Point Ravine to
its confluence with the Middle Yuba River. There are approximately 1,249 ecrss
within the river corridor. The creek is characterized by steep canyon wails and
cobble deposition along the pools. The creek bed is mineralized and sut~/ect to
recreational and seasonal placer mining. The Oregon Creek Grazing Allotment is
just adjacent to the quarter mile river corridor in the upper reaches of the creek.
There are no utility corridors, public facilities, or special use permits within the
corridor with the exception of the Oregon Creek Day Use Area and historical Hennees
Pass Road which passes over the creek. The day use area at the river confluence
consists of toilet facilities, a picnic area, and beach.

Vegstation within the corridor includes riparian, chaparral, foothill woodland, and
mixed conifer. Riparian vegetation grows along the creek banks and contains
deciduous trees and shrubs. Ripadan vegetation is also found in other areas of
the corridor that are moist and shaded. Them are patches of mixed conifer old
growth within the corridor. There are no known occurrences of sensitive or watchlist
plants or plant communities within the study corridor, There is potential habitat for
Fritillaria eastwoodiae and Lewisia cantelowii. The area ~s a wildlife corridor. There
are two PACs (protected activity centers) and one SOHA (spotted owl habitat
area) designated to provide nesting habitat for the California spotted owl within
the corridor. There is also potential Pacific fisher hab~tst within the corridor. There
are no known federally listed Threatened or Endangered species within the corridor.
The stream is habitat for rainbow trout, California newts and the foothill yellow-legged
frog, which are a State Species of Special Concern and federally listed candidate
two species. Additionally there is potential habitat for northwestern pond turtle.

Eligibility: Oregon C~eek is e~igible for its hedtage values tied to the covered
bridge and Henness Pass road. The bridge is currently listed on the National
Register of Historic Places and is tied to the early transportation history of the
Henness Pass Road. The Hennsss Pass road was recently determined to be
eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places.

Claselflcetlon: During the eligibility phase of the study Oregon Creek was classified
as recreation due to the number of roads and development within the corridor.
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Alternatives: Oregon Creek is found in alternatives A, E, and F.

Recommendation: Oregon Creek was not considered to be a worthy addition
into the National Wild and Scenic R~ver System because its point specific value,
the covered bridge. The river and river features themselves are not noteworthy.

Land Use and Management Direction’. The Oregon Creek corridor has historically
been used as a transportation route to the gold fields, and as a timber milling site.
Picnicking, swimming, fishing, h~king, and recre~onal gold mining are some
contemporary uses within the corridor. Yuba County has zoned the major’,~ of the
co~Tidor as "limber Preserve with a 160 acre minimum parcel. Around Celestial
Valley the zoning is Agricu~foral / Rural Residential w~th a 10 acre minimum lot

Should Congress designate the river, the historic covered bridge would get additional

current land use is compatible with the recreation classification. The estimated

be $15,000. At this time no acquisition of private lands is proposed in any alternative
and therefore no costs are projected for land acquisi~on.
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MACKLIN CREEK

Description: Macklin Creek is a tributary to the Middle Yuba River located Wrthin
Nevada County and Tahoe National Forest. The creek flows for approximately two
miles from its headwaters to the confluence with fhe Middle Yuba River. The upper
two-thirds of the stream has a gentle gradient, dropping into a canyon with r~umarous
falls and cascades. There are approximately 767 acres within the corridor. Aspen
and cottonwoods occur in meadow areas, and dense growths of willow and alder
border much of the stream. The stream is accessible by trails and a primers road
in the upper reaches. The lower canyon is diffioJIt to traverse, There are no utility
corridors, public facilities, paved roads, or special use permits within the corridor.
The setting is primarily primitive.

Vegefatlon within the corridor includes riparian, mixed conifer, and red fir. Riparian
vegetation grows along the creek banks and contains deciduous trees and shrubs.
Riparian vegetation is also found in other areas of the corridor if the ee~ng is
moist and shaded. There are know~n occurrences ofSilene invisa within the corridor.
There are no other occurrences of sensitive or watchlist plants or plant communities
known from within the area. There is potential habitat for Eriogonum urnbellatum
vat. torreyanum, Ivasia ape,s var. ape~fa, tvesia apetts var. eenina, Ivasia
sericoleuca, Ivesia webbed, Scheuchzeria palustris var. americana, ar~ Vaccinium

The study area has potential habitat for Willow Flycatcher and marfan. Macklin
Creek hosts a unique fishery. There is a self-sustaining population of Lahontan
Cutthroat trout which supports the California State Lahonfan Recovery progrem.
There ere no known Federally listed Threatened and Endangered wildlife / fishery
species within the study area.

Eligibility: Macklin Creek is outstanding for its Lahontan cutthrost trout, federally
listed as threatened. This creek is the key contributer to the stocking and restocking
program that supports the State Lahontan c~throat trout recovery program. This
specific stream maintained a pure genetic strain of Lahonten cutthroat trout that
could be used for restocking programs.

Clasaif~cation: During the eligibility phase of the study, Macklin Creek was classified
as a scenic river due to the presence of roads in the upper reaches of the corridor.
The lower segment that drops into the Middle Yuba River is about one mile long
end is classified as wild due to the lack of roads, no evidence of logging or
management activities, and an overall primitive setting.
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Alternatives: This creek is found in aiterna~r~as A and F.

Recammandatlon: Macklin Creek was not recommended as a worthy addition
into the National Wild and Scenic R~ver System because the values are already
being managed for under the Forest Plan in cooperation with the State of California.
There was also concern that additional publiclY/through designation would be
detrimental to managing a stable Lahontan cutthroat trout fishery.

Land Use end Management Direction: Nevada County has zoned the majority of
the corridor as Forest and Timberland Preserve wit~ a minimum parcel size of 160
acres. The Tahoe Land and Resource Management Plan resource emphasis for
the corridor is regulated even-age timber management, wildlite and watershed
values. Protection of the Lahontan cutthroat trout is paramount (TLMP MA 02.8
Pinoli).

Should Congress designate t~e dyer me Lahonten cutthroat trout program would
continue on as currently managed. The estimated coat to create a wild and scenic
River management plan for the creek would be $10,000. At this time no acquisition
of private lands is propceed in any alternative and therefore no costs =e projected
for land acquisition.
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MIDDLE YUBA RIVER

Deasrll~tlon: The Middle Yuba River is located east of the town of North San Juan
on the Tahoe National Forest and within Yuba, Sierra, bnd Nsvada Counties. The
River flows for approximately thirty-nine miles from its headwaters at English
Meadows and Moscow Meadows east of Jackson Reservoir to K]ensendorf Ravine
at the Forest administrative boundary, The river flows through a highly mineralized
area which is characterized by steep, well-confined canyons. Cascades and
numerous falls flow over boulders and bedrock. There are a total of 12,924 acres
within the river corridor. Access into the river corridor can be obtained at the Highway
49 crossing near Oregon Creek, Foote Crossing out of Allegheny, Buckeye Ravine
primitive dir~ road, and around Milton Reservoir. The upper reaches of the river
are very difficult to access due to the sheer canyon wstla. There are no current
utility corridors close to the river, "~e Yuba County Water Agency has a diversion
at the Our House dam and tunnel where water is diverted into New Bullards Bar
Reservoir. The Oregon Creek Day Use area is located at the confluence of Oregon
Creek and the Middle Yuba River, This day use recreation site consists of toilet
facilities, a beach, and picnic area. There are several residents and parcels of
pdvate land scattered throughout the lower section of the corridor.

Vegetation within the corridor includes riparian, mixed conifer, and substpine.
Riparian vegetation grows along the creek banks and contains deciduous trees
and shrubs. Riparian vegetation is also found in other areas of the corridor if the
conditions are moist and shaded. There are patches of mixed conifer old growth
within the corddar. There are known occurrences of Lewisia osntelowii, Silene
inviaa, and Taxus brevifolia within the corridor. There are no other known occurrences
of sensitive or watchlist plants or plant communities within the area. There is potential
habitat for Eriogonum umbeiletum vat. torreyanum, FritiJlaria sastwoodlae, Lewisia
cantefavii, Lewiaia serrate, Pensfamon personatus, Phacelia stebbinsii, Scheuchze.
ria palustfis var. americana, and Vaccinium coceinium.

The river corridor is a critical wildlife corridor. The faderstly listed Endangered bald
eagle resides within the corridor. California spotted owls and the no~’thern goshawk
also share the corridor. There are both PACs (protected activity centers) and
SOHAs (spotted owl habitat areas) within the area to provide nesting habitat for
the spotted owls. The river environment is a~so potantia~ habitat for pacific fisher
and marten. There are healthy populations of rainbow, brown, and eastern brook
trout throughout the corridor. There are no other known federally listed Threatened
and Endangered wildlite / fishery species within corridor.

Eligibility: The Middle Yuba River is eligible for the overall scenic qualities of the
river canyon. Ths box canyons in the upper reaches were identified as special
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stream features. The lower segment of the river has historic values associated
with the Oregon Creek Covered bridge and the Henneas Pass Road. The Bridge
itself is on the National Register of Historic Places and the Hennass Pass road is
considered a very significant historic tie to supplying goods to the histodc mining
communities along the North Yuba River and beyond.

Classification: During the eligibility phase of the study the Middle Yuba River was
classified as both wild and scenic. The majority of the river is claas+lfed as wild
due to the primitive setting and lack of accessibility. The portions of the river with
crossings, logging, and mining camps have been classified as scenic due to the
accessibility and development.

Alternatives: This river is found in alternatives A and D.

Resommeadatlon: The Middle Yuba River was not recommended to be added to
the National Wild and Scenic River System because the public opportunities to
enjoy the scenic values of the Middle Yuba River are quite limited. In addilfon the
value of this river was more limited than some rivers because of the Our House
diversion.

Land Use and Management Direction: The river corridor has historically been
used as a transportation route for the placer and hardrock mining district. Hiking,
mining, and fishing are contemporary uses within the corridor. Nevada and Sierra
County have zoned the majority of the corridor as Forest and Timberland Preserve
with minimum parcel sizes ranging from 40 acres to 160 acres. The Tahoe Land
and Resource Management P~an resource emphasis in the upper river corridor
are even-age timber management, wildlife and watershed values, and dispersed
recreation (TLMP MA 028 Pinoli), The major resource emphasis along the remainder
of the river are regulated intensive even-age timber management, wildlife end
watershed values, and primitive recreation qualities (TLMP MA 042 South Yuba).
The current Land and Resource Management Plan Guidelines do not protect the
Middle Yuba River from future water project licensing.

The estimated cost to create a management plan for the river is $50,000. At this
time no acquisition of private lands is proposed in any alternative and therefore
no coots are projected for land acquisition.
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EAST FORK CREEK

Description: East Fork Creek is a tributary of the upper Middle Yuba River. The
creek flows for approximately four miles from {ts headwaters at Weaver Lake to its
confluence with the Middle Yuba River. There are approximately 1,384 acres within
the study area. The upper reaches of East Fork Creek flow through a meadow
surrounded by steep, heavily w~:~ed hills. The lower two miles of the channe~ are
well confined by a steep canyon and flow at a high gradient. There are 400 foot
waterfalls in the lower reaches of the creek. East Fork Creek is located outside of
the gold belt. There are no existing utility corridors, public facilities, paved roads,
or special use permits within the creek corridor. Access into the creek corddor
can be obtained by foot or dirt road near Weaver Lake.

Vegetation within the corridor includes riparian, mixed conifer, and red fir. Riparian
vegetation grows along the creek banks and contains deciduous trees and shrubs.
Riparian vegetation is also found in other areas of the corridor where the terrain is
moist and shaded. ~lere are patches of mixed conifer old growth within the corridor.
]~ere are known occurrences of Si/ene Jnvisa and Viola tsmentssa within the
corridor. There are not other occurrences of sensith, e or watshlist plants or plant
communities known from within the area. There is potential habitat for Erigeron
miser, Eriogonum umbe/letum vat. torreyanum, Fritillaria eastwoodiae, Ivesis aparts
var. sparta, Ivesia sparta vat. cania, Ivesia sarieoL ewisia, Ivesia webbari, Scheuchze-
ria palustris var. americana, and Vacoinium caccinium.

The East Fork Creek corridor supports the northern goshawk. There is potential
habitat for Willow Flycatcher and martene. The stream is an important fisheries
stream, as it supports not only healthy populations of rainbow and brown trout,
but also Lahontan cutthroat trout (key contributor to the Stats Lahantan cutthroat
trout recovery program). The Lahontan cutthroat trout is also a federally Threatened
species, There other known threatened and endangered fish or wildlife species
within the corridor.

Eligibility= East Fork Creek is outstanding for its geologic feature. There is a
regionally significant waterfall st the head of the creek. The waterfall is a textbook
example of waterfall "hesdcutting" by undercutting of the softer base mstedals.
The ability to see several layers of geologic processes in a natural erosion feature
~s also seen as outstanding and has high public interpretation potsntiaL The quality,
size, and quantity of fish are considered to be of high value. After followup regional
comparisons it was determined that the fishery values while quite high were not
outstandingly remarkable.
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Classification: During the eligibility phase of the study, East Fork Creek was
classified as wild end scenic. The majority of the corridor is classified as scenic
due to a timber collector road, bridge, and secondary timber access roads, The
lower segment of the creek is primitive with no developed access. This portion
has been classified as wild.

Alternatives: This river ie found in alternative A.

Resommandetion: East Fork Creek was not considered a worthy addition into
the National Wild and Scenic River System because the range of values was spedlfic
to one waterfall at the head of the creek. Other management strategies can be
used to protect the waterfall. Contemporary uses within East Fork Creek include
fishing and hiking. Hiking to and viewing the waterfall during the summer months
is also popular. Nevada County has zoned the majority of the corridor as Forest /
and "Rmberlsnd Pressn~e with parcel sizes ranging from 40 acres to a 160 acre
minimum. The Tahoe Land and Resource Management Plan resource emphasis
within the creek corridor is regulated even age timber management, wildlife values,
and water shed values emphasizing dispersed recreation (’FLMP MA 028 Pinoli).
The Tahoe Land and Resource Management Plan does not protect the creek
corridor from future licensing of dams or water projects.

No foreclosure, enhancements, or limitations on land use have been identified
should East Fork Creek become a wi~d end Scenic P,{ver. The exception to this
fact is that no licensing of dams could take place along the creek as stated in the
Wild and Scenic River Act.

The estimated cost to create a management plan for East Fork Creek is $17.000.
At this time no acquisition of private lands is proposed in any affemative, therefore
no costs are projected for land acquisition,

I --01 1 594
1-011594



SOUTH YUBA RIVER (above Lake Spaulding)

Description: The South Yuba River flows for approximately twenty miles from
Castle Peak (this includes the Lower Castle Creek tributary) to Lake Spaulding in
the mid po~on of the Forest. This is also within Nevada County Jurisdiction. There
are approximately 6,077 acres within the river corridor, The River is characterized
by long pools and large boulder substrate. The river corridor lies outside of a
highly mineralized belt located below Lake Spaulding. A major existing utility corridor
that includes the Southern Pacific Railroad, Southern Pacific petroleum pipeline,
and Interstate 80 parallels the South Yuba River from Yuba Gap to Soda Springs.
Also included within this corridor are the high voltage power transmission lines
paralleling the freeway. Developed recreation sites along the river include indian
Springs, Big Bend, and Hampshire Rocks Campgrounds. Staging areas for the
Sierra Trek Four Wheel Drive Event are located within the river corridor. A recreational
summer home tract is located at Big Bend along the side of the river. There is a
special use permit for the Peter Grubb Hut issued to the Sierra Club at the beginning
point of Castle Creek on the upper end of the river. This is a major transcontinental
utility and transportation link. The majority of the river corddor is located on private
land.

Vegetation within the ¢orddor includes riparian, mixed conifer, and subalpine.
Riparian vegetation grows along the creek banks and contains deciduous trees
and shrubs. Riparian vegetation is also found in other areas of the corridor that
are moist and shaded. There are no known occurrences of sensitive or watchlist
plants or plant communities within the area. There is potential habitat for Ehgeron
miser, Edogonum umbellatum vat. torreyanum, Soheuchzeria palustris vat.
americana, and Vaocinium coocinium,

The federally listed Endangered specie of bald eagle is found within the river corridor,
There are also California spotted owls within the river corridor. The upper reaches
of the river have excellent potential for northern goshawk and Sierra Nevada Red
fox. There are no other known federally listed Threatened or Endangered botanical
or wildlife species. There is a good population of native and non-native fisheries
within the river.

Eligibility: The recreation and cultural resources ere considered to be outstandingly
remarkable due to the high numbers of people using the area in conjunction with
the nationally important Overland Emigrant Trail and the tremendous interpretive
oppor’~Jnities presently available. In addition the old Lincoln Highway and the
Intarcor~ine~al Railroad provided addition historic significance and opportunities
for interpretation. These values were the basis of the eligibility,
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Classification: During the eligibility phase of the study the river was c~asslfied as
both recreation and scenic. The segment of river that begins at the Peter Grubb
Hut on Castle Peak and ends at the contiuance with the South Yuba River was
cJassified as scenic due to the semi-primitive setting with minimal roading and
human development. T~e remainder of the river down to Spaulding Reservoir has
been c~essified as recreation due to the heavy development, accessibility, roading,
and past logging activities.

Alternatives: The upper South Yuba River appears in alternatives A and E,

Recommendation: The South Yuba River above Spaulding was not considered to
be a worthy addition into the National Wild and Scenic River System. Because the
Nationally significant cultural valuea did not directly relate to the immediate river
environment. The river itself was not used for transportation. Designation of the
river corridor would not increase he protection of these valuable historic resources
nor improve opportunities for pub;ic interpretation. The recreation values relate to
high use but not to unique or particularly high recreation attributes and therefore
do not merit National attention, The recreation values are marginal and the cultural
values, although located in the river corridor, do not directly tie into the (Net
environment.

Land Use and Management Birsctlon; The river corridor has historically been
used as a major transportation route over the Sierra Nevada mountains. Transporta.
lion, hiking, utilities, summer camping and rasidential use are contemporary uses
within the river corridor. Nevada County has zoned the majority of the corridor as
forest and with a 160 minimum tot size. The area around the town of Kingvale and
Highway 80 have been zoned as Forest, Highway commerPJal, and single family
residential. 3lie Tahoe Land and Resource Management Plan emphasis for the
upper corridor (near Castle Peak) is to retain and improve the Willow fly catcher
habitat while enhancing dispersed recreation opportunities (TLMP MA 044 Castle).
The major resource emphasis along Highway 80 is to conltnss to place the utilities
along the corridor when ever possible to keep other lands from being impacted
by these uses. Additional emphasis is to maintain developed recreation sites and
provide public, dispersed and winter spods opportunities (TLMP MA 063 Emigrant).
The major resource emphasis between Lake Spaulding and Cieso Grove is retaining
visual quality (TLMP MA 057 Spau]ding). The Tahoe Land and Resource Manage-
ment Plan guidelines do not protect the river corridor from future licensing or
inundation from dams.

Should Congress designate the dver, the multiple use activities within the river
corddor would be enhanced by a comprehensive river management plan. The
placement of utilities and buildings may be limited to accommodate the river
management direction. The estimated cost to create a management plan for the
Upper South Yuba Rhter would be $55,000. At this time no acquisition of private
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lands is proposed in any alternative and therefore no costs are projected for land
acquisition.
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SOUTH YUBA RIVER (below Spaulding)

Description: This section of the South Yuba River flows for approximately thirty
nine mites from the Langs Crossing area to Bridgeport, There are approximately
12,609 acres vi~thin the river corridor. Half of the river flows through the Tahoe
National Forest while the lower half of the river flows through Bureau of Land
Management and State Park Lands. Nevada County has jurisdiction over the river
corridor’s pdvata lands. The river is characterized by deep pools, cascades,
waterfalls, and exposed worn rock outcroppings. The tertiary gravels of the ancient
Yuba River have supplied gold to the river over time. The study area is within the
Western Metamorphic Belt of the Sierra Nevada. The higher elevations of the river
are covered with mixed conifer and oak woodlands.

The dyer is subject to both commercial and recreational placer and quartz mining.
There are no utility corridors within the corridor. Langs Crossing, Edwards Crossing,
Purdon Crossing, Highway 49, and the and section of Bridgeport are the major
access points to the river. The South Yuba Trai~ a~ong the north side of the river is
scheduled to be extended from the western Forest boundary to Poorman Creek
during 1995, tvleet of the Bureau of Land Management South Yuba River Area
lying east of the Forest boundary to Edwards Crossing has been withdrawn from
mineral entry for many years, All mining is authorized through a permit system.
Private and public lands ara dispersed in a checkerboard pattern throughout the
river corridor. Large acreage of the private land are owned by large timber/land
companies and intensively managed for forest products. The balance of the private
lands are in patented claims or tract parcals, There are picnic areas at Keleher
and Golden Quartz along the river. These areas have toilet facilities and picnic
tables. The portion of river from the town of Washington up to Fall Creek is dosed
to overnight camping due to high fire hazards. The Lake Spaulding Dam, a major
facility owned by PG&E, is located one mile upstream from Langs Crossing, The
Spaulding dam is up for r e~iosnsing in the year 2003. there are also plans to improve
the structure in the future. Bridgeport is a State Area which has toilet, picnic, and
visitors facilitias. The majority of human activity revolves around the major access
points mentioned in the beginning of this section. There are many private homes
within the river corridor. Some are within remote sections of the river corridor and
many are clustered within and near the town of Washington.

Vegetation within the corridor includes riparian, chaparral, foothill woodland, and
mixed conifer. Riparian vegetation grows along the creek banks and ~ontains
deciduous trees and shrubs. Riparian vegetation is also found in other areas of
the corridor were the terrain is moist and shaded. There are patches of mixed
conifer old growth within the corridor. There are also known occurrences of Lewisia
canfalowii within the Study corridor. There are no other known occurrences of
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sensitive or watchliat plants or plant communities within the area. There is potential
habit,~: for Arabis constancei, Eriogonum umbel/atum var. torreyanum, Fftitlada
eastwoodiee, Lewisie cantelowi/’, Lew(sia serrate, Phacefia stebbfnsfi, Scheuchzoria
palustria vat. americana, and Vaocinium coccinium. The river corddor provides a
important wildlife migration corridor for a variety of raptors and other species
incJuding the federally Endangered species bald eagle and the California spotted
owl. The corridor also is potential habitat for northern goshawk, Pacific fisher, and
Sierra Nevada Red Fox. The lower river supports both warm water and cold water
fisheries, as well as native and introduced species. There are no known fedarally
listed Threatened or Endangered aquatic species known.

Eligibility: The Lower South Yuba River was found eligible because of the scenic,
recreational, and cultural values. The recreation use displays a wide variety of
activities mostly associated with water oriented day use or appreciation of the
historic values. "[here are high levels of day use and users are from local as well
as regional and out of State locations. The South "tuba trai~s is a National Recreation
Trail and the Independence Trail is a unique almost one of a kind wheelchair
accessible trail of regional and State significance. The scenic values are of particular
note because of the wide variety of high quality features over the 39 mile length of
river. Large sculptural smooth bou~dere and bedroack are one of the major
attractions both for scenic and recreation values. Other water features such as
pools and falls along with the steep canyon walls are the other scenic values. The
cultural valures are also dispersed along the entire length of the river featuring
gold rush era history. Of Particular note is the Bridgeport Covered Bridge (1862)
which is on the National Register of Historic Places. It is designated es a California
State H~stofic Landmark (#390), as well as being listed as a Registered Civil
Engineering Landmark (ASCE. The bridge is the longest single span wooden
bridge in the West. For a time, all freight shipped to Virginia City (Comstcck Silver
Rush was transported across this bridge. Other eligible lists to the National Register
of Historic Places are: Virginia Turnpike (1853-1901), Bridgeport Townsita
(1849-1940’s), Excelsior Mining Ditch (1855-1961), Miner’s Tunnel (Circa 1872},
Purdon Crossing Bridge (1895), Edwards Crossing Bridge (1904), and Highway
49Bridge No. 17-07 (1921), in addition further upstream there are several early
gold mining sites with high potential historic value because the sites were not
destroyed by subsequent mining activities. The town of Washington is also an
historic town developed during the gold rush.

Claaeffication; During the eligibility phase of the study the lower South Yuba
River was classified as wild, scenic, and recreation. The segment from Jordan
creek confiuesce to 0.3 mile below Langs crossing is classified Recreation because
of roads, a canal, and a bridge in the corridor. The next segment starts below
Langs Crossing and ends appmximatsly one half mile downstream from Fall Creek
and is classified as Wild due to the unroaded and primitive character of the corridor.
The next segment continues down past the town of Washington to Jefferson Creek
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and is classified recreation due to roads, logging, housing, and various forms of
human development. The last segment continues from Jefferson Creek to Bridgeport
and is ciaasified scenic due to a combination of roads and past logging activities
within the quarter mile corridor.

Alternatives: This river is found in aiternativas A and C.

Recommendation: The South Yuba River below Spaulding was considered to be
a worthy addition into the National W{Id and Scenic River System because of its
outstanding broad recreation opportunities and high scenic qualities, water
associated recreation activities, and historic values.

Land Use and Management Direction: The river corridor has historically been
used for a wide range of mining activities and as a transportation corridor and
crossing for other historic mining areas. Residential, dispersed picnicking, floating,
nature photography, swimming, camping, hiking, mining, and fishing are some of
the contemporary uses along the river. Nevada County has zoned the majority of
the corridor as General Agriculture and Forest with a 30 to 160 aara minimum.
]he areas around Washington is zoned as res:K:lential agdcuitura~ with a 3 acre
minimum lot size.

Should Congress designate the river, recreation opportunities, scenic quality, and
histode values would be enhanced due to additional management emphasis on
these values. Other land use such as logging would be modified in some cases
to reduce visual impact within the river corridor. It is possible that some mining
activitias could be modh~ed to protect the outstandingly remarkable values identified
for this corridor. The Tahoe Land and Resource Management Plan resource
emphasis for the corddcr are regulated intensive even-age timber management,
w~ld~fe and watershed values, and maintaining the primitive character by limiting
motorized access (TLMP MA 042 South Yuba). The Bureau of Land Management
and the State Parks and manage the lower end of the corridor for recreation and
wildlife.

The estimated cost to create a wild and scenic river management plan for the
South Yuba River would be $200,000. At this time no acquisition of private lands
is proposed in any alternative within the Forest Service administrative boundary.
The California Department of Parks and have a land acquisition plan for their
jurisdiction. Approximately $700,000.000 remains for the purchase of lands from a
2 million dollar land act.
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FORDYCE CREEK

Description: Fordyce Creek is located north east of Lake Spaulding in Tahoe
National Forest and Nevada County. The creek flows for approximately ten miles
from Fordyca Lake to Lake Spaulding. There are a total of 2,987 acres W~hin the
river corridor. The watershed is characterized by volcanic and granitic rocks, with
rock outcrops commonly ocoJrring. There are cascades and high gradient riffles
with numerous small watarfaile. Access into the river corddor can be obtained via
a rough dirt road. There are no utility corridors or public facilities within the corridor.
The annual Fordyce Jsep Jamboree Trek is authorized by a Special Use Permit
within the corridor,

Vegetation within the corridor includes riparian, mixed conifer, red fir, and subaipine.
Riparian vegetation grows along the creek banks and contains deciduous trees
and shrubs. Riparian vegetation is also found in other areas of the corddor where
the terrain is moist and shaded. There are pockets of old growth within the corridor.
There are no known occurrences of sensitive or watchliet plants or plant communities
within the area. There is potential habitat for E~geron miser, Eriogonum umbellstum
vex. torreyanum, ivesia eperta var. aperts, i~esia aperta vat. canine, lvesia
sericoleuca, Ivesie webberi, Soheuchzeria palustria vex, americana, and Vaccinium
coccinium,

The creeks corridor is potential habitat for both marten and northern goshawk.
Eastern Brook Trout are seen primarily in deep pools throughout the Creek. O~her
trout species may also be present, "There ere no known federally list~ T~reatensd
and Endangered wildlife / fisheries species within the Creeks corridor.

Eligibility: Fordyce Creek is outstanding for its recreational values. The Fordyee
Jeep Trail and it’s associated event, the Sierra Trek is one of a handful of Nationally
known OHV events. The four wheel drive track provides unique challenges and
attract participants from around the State and country. At the same time Fordyce
Creek and the canyon provide a very scenic and rugged backdrop for the four
wheel drive activities.

Claseiitcaiton; During the eligibility phase of the study Fordyce Creek was alessified
as a scenic river due to the presence of a four wheel drive jeep trail and some
low intensity logging activities.

Alternatives: This river is found in alternatives A, E, and F.

Recommendation: Fordyce Creek was not considered to be a worthy addition
into the National Wild and Scenic River System because its range of values were
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too specific to the Fordyoe Jasp Trail. This trail is managed for under the current
land and resource management direction.

Land gee end Management Direction: The Fordyce Creek con’idor has hieforicelly
been used as a tTavel route and popular hiking area. Hiking, Swimming, and Off
Road Vehicle treks ~re contemporary uses within the corridor. Nevada County
hes zoned the majority of the corridor as Forest and Timberland preserve with a
minimum 160 acre lot size, The Tahoe Land and Resource Management Plan
resource management emphasis are dispersed recreation and w~ldlife habitat
improvement (TLMP MA 048 Red). Timber management is regulated using spaniel
cutting practices for wetland a~ees. The Tahoe Land and Resource Management
Ran does not protect the creek corridor fTom fulure water project licensing.

Should Congress designate the river, the Off Road Vehicle activities may be limited
to account for the scenic river management requirements. The estimated coat to
create a wild and scenic River Management Plan for the Creek would be $15,000.
At this time no acquisition of private lands is proposed in any alternative and therefore
no costs are projected for land acquisition.
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HUMBUG CREEK

Description: Humbug Creek is located partially w~thin Malakoff Diggings State
Historical Park. The creek also lies within the Tahoe National Forest and Nevada
County. The creek flows for approximately seven miles from its hesdwatem above
the Park to its confluence with the South Yuba River. There is a total of 2,371
acres within the creak’s corridor. The upper reaches of the creek flow through a
wooded canyon to Pan Ravine. Below Pan Ravine, the channel is cut through a
steep inner gorge. The creek is characterized by numerous waterfalls and high
gradient riffles. The stream experiences a high degree of sediment loading due to
historic mining activity upstream. Access into the creak’s corridor is good in the
upper reaches with both roads and trails throughout the corridor. The lower segment
(below Pan Ravine) is primitive and only accessible by trail. There are private
residents in the upper reaches of the corridor. Malakoff State Historical Park also
maintains both historical and contemporary facilities within the corridor.

Vegetation within the corridor includes riparian, foothill woodland, and mixed conifer.
Riparian vegetation grows along the creek banks and contains deciduous trees
and shrubs. Riparian vegetation is also found in other areas of the corridor where
the terrain is moist and shaded. There are patches of mixed conifer old growth
within the corridor. There are known occurrences of Taxus brevifo/ia within the
corridor. There are no other known occurrences of sensitive or watchlist plants or
plant communities within the area. There is potential habitat for Fritil/aria ees~woodiae,
Lewisla centa/ovii, Phace/ia stebbbinsii, and Scheuchzeda palustris vat. americana,
within the area.

The California spotted owl resides within the corridor. A PAC (protected activ~
center) is within the corridor to provide nesting habitat for the California spotted
owls. There is potential habitat for northern goshawk, Pacific fisher, and marten.
The stream supports a small population of Rainbow trout in the upper reaches.
There are no known federally Listed Threatened and Endangered wildlife/fishery
species within the corridor.

Eligibility: Humbug Creek is eligible for its recreational and historical values
associated with Malakoff Diggings State Historical Park. The values were clearly of
National Significance due to unique engineering techniques of the mining and the
historical context of the Sawyer Decision. The recreational values tie to the
interpretation and recreation opportunities in the park and along Humbug creek
down to the South Yuba River.

Classification: During the eligibility phase of the study, Humbug Creek was class~ed
as both wild and scenic. Ultimately it was determined that the segment was too
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short and inconsistent with the BLM classification of Scenic for the South Yuba
River just a short distance below. The result is the entire stream is claas~ed Scenio
due to occasional reads, some buildings and other management activities.

Alternatives: Humbug Creek is found in alternatives A and E.

Recommendation; Humbug Creek was not considered to be a worthy addition
into the National Wild and Scenic River System the because the stream does not
play a major role in the historic values identified. The historical values are protected
under the Malakoff State Historical Park. Humbug creek has a history of early
mining exploration and development of a large hydraulic mine just beyond the
quarter mile corridor. Hiking, Camping, and Residential are contemporary uses
within the corridor. Nevada County has zoned the majority of the corridor as Forest
and ¥imberland Preserve and open Space wfth a minimum parcel size of 160
acres, The Tahoe Land and Resource Management Ran resource emphasis is
regulated intensk, e even-age timber management, emphasizing wildlife and
watershed values. This includes maintaining the primitive character by limiting
motorized access into the area (042 South Yuba). The Malakoff State hiatorical
park emphasizes preservation of historic featu~as and interpretation with enhance-
ment of witdlife and watershed values.

Should Congress designate the dyer, the lower portion outside of the park boundary
would be protected f~om flooding and dams. The estimated cost to create a wild
and scenic River Management Plan for the Creek is $20,0(}0. At this time no
acquisition of private lands is proposed in any alternative and therefore no costs
are projected for band asquWr~=on.
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BIG GRANITE CREEK

Description: Big Granite Creek is a tributary of the North Fork American Wild
River. The creek flows for approximately five miles from its headwaters near Loch
Levec Lakes to its confluence with the North Fork American wild River. "R3ere are
approximately 1,715 acres within the creek corridor. The watershed is mountainous
in the upper reaches, while lower reaches of the channel ~e within e canyon. Conifers
near the channel contribute to good shade canopy in both the upper and lower
reaches of the creek. The stream is accessible by a rough foot trail in the upper
roaches. The creek Js within the mineral belt but due to the steep terrain Is not
heavily mined. There are no utility corridors, public or private facilities, graded
roads, or special use permits within the corridor. T~e majority of the corridor is
located on pdvate land.

Vegetation within the corridor includes riparian, foothill woodland, and mixed conifer.
Riparian vegetation grows along the creek banks and contain.s deciduous tress
and shrubs. Riparian vegetation is a;so found in other areas wifhin the corridor
where the terrain is moist and shaded. There are patches of m~xed conifer old
growth within the corridor. There are no known occurrences of sensitive or watchlist
plants or plant communities within the area. There is potential habitat for Firtillaria
eas~woodiae, Lewlsia cantelowii, Lewisia serrate, Phacalia stebbissii, and Vaccink
um coccinium within the area.

Both California spotted owls and northern goshawk occur within the area. There is
a PAC (protected activity center) within the area to provide for the spotted owls.
The corddor provides potential habitat for the Pacific fisher and marten. The creek
supports large, healthy populations of Rainbow and Brown trout, l~ere are no
known federally listed Threatened or Endangered wildlife / fishery species within
the area.

Eligibility: Big Granite Creek is outstanding for its scenic quality and primitive
recreation values. The canyon has excellent spatial definition (dramatic canyon
walls) with large r~ck outcrops, waterfalls, and plunge pools similar in character tc
the North Fork American Riar. The recreation opportunities for primitive experiences
are of excellent quality and provide real opportunities for solitude.

Classification: During the eligibility phase of the study, Big Granite Creek was
classified as a wild river. The river corridor is primitive with no development.
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Alternatives: This river is found in alternatives A and F.

Recommendation: Big Granite Creek was not considered to be a wor~y addition
into the National Wild and Scenic River System because its scenic qualities are
already represented in the North Fork American Wild River.

Land Uses and Management Direction: The upper reaches of Big Granite Creek
has been historically used for timber harvest. Contemporary uses within the corridor
include hiking and fishing. Placer County has zoned the majority of the corridor as
"Agricultural" with a 80 acre minimum lot size. No resource uses or values would
be enhanced, foreclosed, or limited if this creek was designated. Some of the
corridor is located vCrthin the protective boundary of the North Fork American Wild
River. The resource emphasis for the creek in the Tahoe National Forest Land
and Resource Management Plan are dispersed recreation, visual quality, wildlife
values, and timber management on a unregulated basis (TLMP MA 081 Snow).
"l]mber in the upper reaches around Warm Lake is to be managed on a long
rotation (]LMP MA 076 Loch Leven). Where the creek joins the North Fork American
wild River the resource emphasis is wild dyer management in accordance with
the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act, as amended, and the North Fork American wild
River Management and Development Ran. The timber is unavailable for regulated
timber production (TLMP MA 082 North Fork).

Current Forest Land and Resource Management Plan Guidelines protect the
outstandingly remarkable resources outlined in the river description. The Guidelines
do nat protect the river corridors from future licensing and construction of dams
and water projects resuifing in flooding of the river corridor.

The estimated cost to create a management plan for this river would be $15,000.
At this time no acquisition of private lands is proposed in any alternative and therefore
no costs are projected for land.
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M’I-I’LE GRANITE CREEK

Description: Little Granite Creek is a tributary to the North Fork American Wild
River located wifhin Tahoe National Forest and Placer County. The creek flows "~or
approximately two miles from Four Horse Flat to its confluence with Big Granite
Creek. There are a total of 816 acres within the crssk’s corridor. The creek is
characterized by s steep eenyon with a narrow and well confined channel. 7he
canyon walls are nearly vertical bedrock. Access into the creek corridor can be
obtained in the upper reaches around Four Horse Flat. There are several logging
spur roads and primitive trails in this area. There are no utility corridors, public
facilities, paved roads, or special use permits within the corridor.

Vegetation within the corridor includes riparian meadows, foothill woodland, and
mixed conifer. Riparian vegetation grows along the creek banks and contains
deciduous trees and shrubs. Riparian vegetation is also found in other areas of
the corridor if the terrain is moist and shaded. There are petchss of mixed conifer
old growth with the major component incense cedar. There ~s a lacge meadow in
the Four Horse Flat area. portions of the Sugar Pine Research Natural Area are
within or adjacent to the area. There are no known occurrences of sensitive or
watehlist plants or p~ant communities within the area. "There ~ pofentJal habitat for
Friti//ada eastwoodiae, L ewisis eerrata, phace/ia stebbinsii, and Vaccinium coccini-
um within the area.

Both northern goshawks and California spotted owls reside within the area. There
is a PAC (protected activity center) within the corridor to provide for the spotted
owls. The corridor is also potential habitat for marten and Sierra Nevada Red Fox.
Rainbow trout are abundant in the lower reaches of the Creek. There are no known
federally Ustad "r~reatened and Endangered wildlife / fishery species within the
area.

Eligibility; Little Granite Creek is eligible for its vegetation and recreation values.
The Sugar Pine Research Natural Area is considered to be a bench mark sugar
pine resource for the Sierra Nevada. The recreation opportunities along the trail,
and access to the North Fork American Wild River, are also considered significant
recreation opportunities.

Classification: During the eligibility phase of the study Little Granite Creek was
classified as wild due to the primitive setting and the distinct lack of developed
access. Classification was revisited after the eligibility phase and due to logging
and road development on private land the river was c~assifisd as scenic.
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Alternatives: This river is found in alternatives A and F.

Recommendation: Little Granite Creek was not considered to be a worthy addition
into the National Wild and Scenic River System because its scenic qualities ~are
already represented in the North Fork American Wild River drainage. ~he majority
of the creek lies within the North Fork American Wild River. ~mber harvesting has
taken place around Four Ho~e Fiat in the upper reaches of the creek. Hiking and
F~shing are contemporary uses within the corridor. Placer County h~s zoned the
majority of the corridor as Agricultural with a 80 acre minimum lot s:tze. The Tahoe
Land and Resource Management Plan resource emphasis are dispemed recreation,
visual quality, wildlife values, and timber management on an unregulated basis
(’FLMP MA 081 Snow). Where the creek joins the North Fork American wild River
the resource emphasis is wild river management in accordance with the wild and
scenic Rivers Ant, as amended, and the North Fork American River Wild River
Management and Developmant Plan. The timber is unavailable for regulated timber
production (TLMP MA 082 North Fork). The Tahoe Land and Resource Management
Plan does not protect the creek from future dam licensing or the building of water
projects.

No land use foreclosure, limitations, or enhancements have been identified if t~e
Creek is designated into the National System. The estimated cost to create a wild
and scenic dvar management plan for the Lit’,Je Granite Creek is 10,000. At this
time no acquisition of private lands is proposed in any alternative and therefore
no costs are projected for land acquisition.
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NORTH FORK OF THE NORTH FORK AMERICAN RIVER

Dasoription: The North Fork of the North Fork American River is located in the
mid-western section of the forest. The river flows for approximately six miles from
the mouth of Bumett Canyon to the confluence with the North Fork of the American
wild River. The river canyon is well confined in a steep inner go,is. There is a
total of 1.522 acres within the river corridor. Pcois are common in the upper section,
but are fewer in number towards the confluence with the North Fork American
Wild River. Due to the steep rocky conditions vegetation is located primarily in the
upper Y~ga tops. Access into the river corridor is by foot and very rugged. There
ere no utility corridors, public facilities, or special use permits within the corridor.
The setting is very primitive.

Vegetation within the corridor includes riparian, foothill woodland, and mixed conifer.
Riparian vegetation grows along the creek banks and contains deciduous trees
and shrubs. Riparian vegetation is also found in other areas of the corridor if the
terrain is moist and shaded. There are no known occurrences of sensitive or wetchlist
plants or plant communities within the area. There is potential habitat for Fritillaria
eastwoodiae, Lewisia cantalowii, Lewieia serrate, Phacelia stebbinsii, and
$cheuchzeria pelustris var. americana.

California spotted owls and the northern goshawk reside in the corridor. There are
both PACs {Protected Activity Centers) and SOHAs (spotted owl habitat areas)
within the area to provide for the spotted owls. The river environment is also potential
habitat for Pacific fisher and marten. There are healthy populations of rainbow
trout throughout the corridor. There are no other known federally listed Threatened
and Endangered wildlife / fishery species within the area.
Eligibility: The North Fork of the North Fork American River is eligibis for its classic
hydrological characteristics of an "A" channel with scoured rocks, high waterfalls
and deep plunge pools for the entire reach of the stream. These hydro~:~gic values
were considered outstandingly remarkable.

Claselficatl~:m: During the eJigibi]ity phase of the study, the entire reach of the
North Fork of the North Fork American River was classified as wild due to the lack
of roads and modern human development. A few mining claims introduce some
human developmenf, but the over all effect is low key and consistent with the wild
classification.

Alternatives: This river is found in alternatives A, D, E, and F.

Recommendation: The North Fork of the North Fork American River was not
considered to be a worthy addition into the National Wild and Scenic River System
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because of its limited range of qualities. The main quality identified for th~s river is
the classic type "A" channel. While this stream is considered to have a classic "A"
channel there are many classic "A" channels in the Forest.

Land Use and Management Direction: The North Fork of the North Fork Amsrica~
River corridor has historically been used for mining. Due to steep terrain and very
difficult access only light dispersed recreation activities including hiking, fishing,
and mining take place in the corridor today. Placer County has zoned the majority
of the corridor as Agricuitural with a 80 acre minimum parcal s{ze. The Tahoe
Land and Resource Management Plan resource emphasis for the corridor is
regulated intensive even-age timber management (TLMP MA 073 Monumental). A
small section of the stream above the confluence with the North Fork American
Wild River has been identified as a area to bring back the black oak stands (TLMP
MA 059 Casa Loma). The Forest Plan guidelines still do not protect the river from
future licensing for water projects and inundation. Standards and guidelines in the
Tahoe Land and Resource Management Plan provide specific protectfon for the
stream channel characteristics identified as outstandingly remarkable.

Should Congress designate the river the hydrologic type "A" stream channel, scenic
quality, and wildlife value would be enhanced due to the wild designation limiting
land management activities and providing protection for these values. Land use
that maW degrade these values, such as logging ~nd mining, wou~d be prohibited
or limited due to the wild designation.

The estimated cost to create a management plan for ~e dyer would be $10,000.
At this time no acquisition of private lands is proposed in any alternative and therefore
no costs are projected for land acquisition.
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NEW YORK CANYON

Description: New York Canyon is a tributary to the North Fork American Wild
River in the mid portion of the forest. The upper reaches of the stream begins
with e series of falls and plunge pools of varying size. The creek flows for
approximately one mile through a bedrock canyon with rugged rocky wails. There
are approximately 504 acres within the river corridor. In the center of the canyon,
there is a free falling waterfall that is about 560 feet tall. As the canyon meets with
the North Fork American Wild River the gradient decreases. There is a thin strip of
riparian vegetation along the stream corridor that opens up into oak stands at the
confluence. Access is difficult into the canyon and can only be obtained by foot,
without the assistance of trails. New York Canyon flows through a mineralized
area however the mining activity is minimal because of the extremely difficult access.
There are no utility corridors, public facilities, graded roads, or special use permits
within the corridor.

Vegetation within the corridor includes dparian and mixed confler. Riparian vegetation
grows along the creek banks and contains deciduous trees and shrubs. Riparian
vegetation is also found in other areas of the corridor if the terrain is moist and
shaded. There are pa~chas of mixed conifer old growth within the corridor. There
are no known occurrences of sensitive or watchlist plants or plant communities
within the area. There is potential habitat for Cslochortus clavatus var. avius, Firtillaria
eastwoodiae, Eriogonurn umbellatum vat. torreyanum, Lewisia cantefowii, Lewisla
serrate, Phaoelia stebbiasfi, Scheuohzeria palustris var. americana, and Vaccinium
coccinium within the area.

California spotted owls are located within the canyon. A PAC (protected activity
center) has been established to provide nesting habitat for the spotted owl. There
is also potential habitat for the Sierra Nevada Red Fox. Rainbow trout are found in
the lower reaches of the creek. There is also potential habitat for the foothill
yellow-legged fr~j. There are no known federally listed Threatened and Endangered
wildlife / fishery species within the river corridor.

Eligibility: New York Canyon is considered eligible for the dramatic high waterfall.
The height (over 600 feet) and the sheer drop of the cliffs gives this waterfall enough
uniqueness to be considered regiona~Jy aig~flcant. The outstandingly remarkable
values include scenic, geologic, and hydrologic values.

Classification: During the eligibility study New York Canyon was classified as wild
due to its primitive setting and the lack of any human development.

I --011611
1-011611



Alternatives: This river is found in alternatives A, D, E, and F.

Recommendation; New York Canyon was not considered to be a worthy addition
into the National Wild and ,Scenic River System because the flows de~eese
dramatically in late spring to the point that there is very little flow and is already
protected under the Tahoe Land and Resource Management Plan guidelines.

Land Uae and Management Direction: The river corridor is primitive with limited
access. Both histodc and contemporary use have been extremely light foot traffic.
Placer County has zoned the confluence of the canyon as Agriculture with a 80
acre minimum parcel size. The maiority of the river corridor is on public land. The
T~oe Land and Resource Management Plan resource management emphasis for
the corridor is to maintain a semiprimitive non-motorized natural forest setting that
combines dispersed recreation, watershed protection, wildlife habitat management,
and visual quality. The timber is unavailable for regulated timber management
(TLMP MA 087 American). The lower quarter mile of the river corridor is protected
under the North Fork American Wild River Management Plan. The upper section
of the river is not protected under Forest management guidelines from future
licensing or inundation of water projects.

Should Congress designate the river the waterfall would be protected from future
water development. The estimated cost to create a wild and scenic river management
plan is $8,000. At this time no acquisition of private lands is proposed in any
alternative and therefore no costs are projected for land acquisition.
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GROUSE CREEK

Description: Grouse Creek is a tributary to the North Fork of the Middle Fork
American River. The Creek is within the Tahoe National Forest and Placer County.
n3s creek flows for just over one mile from a point just above Grouse Falls to its
confluence with the North Fork of the Middle Fork American River, There are a
total of 543 acres within the river corridor. The corridor is mineralized. Access into
the river corridor can be obtained by the Grouse Creek Trail. "~e creek is
characterized by bedrock pools and falls. The upper reaches of the canyon are
forested. There are no utility corridors, public facilities, graded roads, or special
use permits within the corridor. There is a foot trail to Grouse Falls.

Vags~ion within the corridor iocludas riparian and mixed conifer. Riparian vegetation
grows along the creek banks and COntains deciduous trees and shrubs. Riparian
vegetation is also found in other areas of the corridor if the terrain is moist and
shaded. The riparian areas are narrow as the creek corridor is narrow. There are
patches of mixed conifer old growth within the corridor. There are known occurrencos
of Phace/ia stebbinsii and Taxus brevifofie within the corridor. There are no other
known occurrences of sensitive or w~chlist plants or plant communities within the
area. There is potential habitat for Calochortus clavatus var. aviue, Fdtillaria
eestvvoodiae, Lewisia cantelowii, Lewisia serrate, Phacelia stebbinsii, Soheuchzeda
palustris vat. americana, and Vaccinium ococinium within the area.

There is potential for Willow Flycatcher to exist within the Creeks corridor, The
Creek is a good cold water fishery supporting both Rainbow and Brown trout.
There are no known federally listed Threatened and Endangered wildlife / fishery
species within the corridor.

Eligibility: Grouse Creek is outstanding for its scenic values. The dramatic height
of the cascading waterfalls and steep rocky canyons were identified as the main
scenic features,

Claasiticslion: During the eligibility phase of the study Grouse Creek was classified
as wild due to the lack of roads, no evidence of development or management
acWitias, and an overall primitive setting in very rugged terrain.

Alternatives: Grouse Creek is found in alternatives A, D, E, and F.

Recommendation: Grouse Creek was not considered to be a worthy addition
into the National Wild and Scenic River System because the waterfall values are
represented in many other wild and scenic rivers and the feature is already protected
as a Special Interest Area in the Forest Plan.
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Land Use and Management Dlrestlon: Grouse Creek provides a source of
irrigation water for mining in the North Fork of the Middle Fork American River.
Day h~ktng and viewing the faLls are contempore~y uses within the corridor. The
river corridor is entirely on public land. l~ne Tahoe Land and Resource Management
Plan resource emphasis around the falls is protection of scenic qualities and Special
interest Designation (TLMP MA 104 Grouse). Regulated intensive ever~age t~mber
management is emphasized in the remainder of the corridor [TLMP MA 092 Peavtne).

Should Congress designate the river, recreation and scenic viewing opportunities
would be enhanced due to increased emphasis on providing quality recreation
facilities through a river management plan. Other land uses, such as timber
management, would be limited due to the emphasis on retaining rect~eation and
scenic values. The estimated cost to create a wild and scenic river management
plan would be $8,000.
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NORTH FORK OF THE MIDDLE FORK AMERICAN RIVER

Dessription: The North Fork of the Middle Fork American River is located in the
southwestern portion of the forest. The river flows for approximately sixteen miles
from Screwauger Canyon to its confluence with the Middle Fork American River.
The river canyon is well c~nfined in a steep inner gorge. There are a total of 4,789
acres within the river corridor. There are long, shallow pools with frequent channel
splitting in the upper section of the stream, the lower section of the stream flows
through a steep-walled canyon. Access into the river corddor can be obtained by
foot trails or four wheel ddve roads. Segments of the Western States Trail, between
Michigan Bluff and Last Chance, have been listed on the National Register of
Histodc Places. There are no utility corridors, public facilities, or special use permits
within the corridor. The setting is primitive.

Vegetation within the corridor includes riparian, foothill woodland, and mixed conifer.
Riparian vegetation grows along the creek banks and contains deciduous trees
and shrubs. Riparian vegetation is also found in other areas of the corridor if the
terrain is moist and shaded. There are no known occurrences of sensitive or wat chlist
plants or plant communities within the area. There is potential habitat for Friti/laria
eastwoodiae, Lewisia cantelowii, Lewia,~ se[rata, Penatemon personatus, Phacelia
stebbineii, Scheuchzeda p/austria var. americana, and Vaccinium coccinium within
the proposed corridor.

California spotted owls and the northern goshawk reside in the corridor. There are
both PACe (Protected Activity Centers) and SOHAs (spotted owl habitat areas)
within the area to provide for the spotted owls. There are also winter nesting s~tes
for the American bald eagle (soon to be de-listed as a National Threatened and
Endar~gared Species). The river environment is also potential habitat for Pacific
fisher and marten. There are healthy populations of rainbow trout throughout the
corridor. There are no other known federally listed Threatened and Endangered
wildlife / fishery species within the area,

Claaslfleatlon: Dudng the eligibility phase of the study, the North Fork of the
Middle Fork American River was classified as both wild and scenic. The wild segment
flows from Screwauger Canyon to about 1/4 mile above the Mosquito Ridge Road
bridge. The wild classification is due to the lack of roads, evidence of management
activities such as logging, and the overall primitive setting of the canyon. There is
one four wheel drive road into the canyon down to the stream but it does not
follow the stream for any significant distance. The scenic portion picks up at the
bridge and flows to a point approximately 3/4 of a mile upstream from the Middte
Fork American River. This point coincides with the offidal inundation line for the
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proposed Auburn Dam previously authorLzed by Congress. The scenic classification
recognizes that there are mining c~alms and mining activities along this stream

EIIgll)itity’. The North Fork of the Middle Fork American River is eligible for recraatio,3
and scenic values. These values are considered "outstandingly remarkable" due
to the high quality ssen~c viewing opportunities coupled with the semi-primitive
recreation valuas. The rugged access for both motorized use and foot traffic provide
high quality opportunities for solitude and outdoor challanges. The Western States
Trail adds an additional unique recreation element for endurance runners and
horseback riding that is recognized nationally. The stream is botanically =outstanding-
ly remarkable" because of known occurrences of Lewisia cantelowii and Lewisia
serrate which are Iocata¢l in only a few places and are rare or endangered. Lewiala
serrsta for example has only 8 known population locations and 4 are on the NF of
the Middle Fork American River.

Alternatives: T~is rive~ is found in altarnatives A, D, E, and F.

Recommendation: The North Fork of the Middle Fork American River was
considered to be a wooly addition into the National Wild and Scenic F~wer System.
The semi-primitive and primitive recreation opportunities and high scenic qualities.
While considered outstandingly remarkable, have been identified for many wild
and scenic rivers and does not appear to make a national contribution to the Wild
and Scenic River System. These qualitias represent an outstanding example of a
remote river canyon with outstanding primitive recreation opportun~as and dramatic,
scenic canyon walls.

Land Use and Management Directives: Mining, fishing, and hiking are contempo-
rary uses within the corridor. Plaesr County has zoned the majority of the corddor
as Agricultural with a 80 acre minimum parcel s~ze. The major~ of the river corridor
is in public land, Should Congress designate the river, semi primitive and primitive
recreation as well as the scenic canyon values would be enhanced due to additional
emphasis on the protection of these values. Other land use such as logging would
be limited within the 1/4 mile corridor and along the steep canyon walls. There
would be a emphasis on primitive recreation opportunities. The major resource
emphasis within the Tahoe Land and Resource Management Plan is regulated
intensive even age timber management (TLMP MA 092 Peavine). There is an
emphasis to maintain and improve visual quality by maintaining large character
trees in t~e fore ground along Mosquito Ridge Road at Stumps Bar and st Stoney
Bar ~’FLMP MA 099 Mosquito). Current Forest rand and Resource Management
Plan Guidelines protect the outstandingly remarkable resources oul~inab in the
river description. The Guidelines do not protect the river corridor form future licensing
and construction of dams. The estimated cost to create a management pl~n for
the river would be $35,000. At this time no acquisition of private lands is proposed
in any alternative and therefore no costs are projscted for land acquisition,
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SCREWAUGER CANYON

Description: Screwauger Canyon is e tributary to the North Fork of the Middle
Fork American River in the southern portion of the Forest, The creek flows for
approximately three miles from Antoine Canyon and Little Grizzly Creek to its
confluence with the North Fork of the Middle Fork Amedcan River. There are
approximately 783 acres within the river corridor. ]7~e canyon is charaofe(~xed by
bedrock and boulders for the entire stream length. There are many pools and
little deposition or pool filling of smaller cobbles. Conifers on the upper slopes
help anchor the soil. Access into the Canyon is rough and can be obtained aniy
on foot without formal trails. There are no utility corridors, public faailitJes, graded
roads, or special use permits within the corridor.

Vegetation within the corridor includes riparian and mixed conifer. Riparian vegetation
grows along the creek banks and contains deciduous trees and shrubs. Riparian
vogetafion is also found in other areas of the corridor in terrain that is moist and
shaded. There are known occurrences of Phecelia stebbiesfi and V’tole tomentosa
within the corridor. There are no other known occurrences of sensitive or watchlist
plants or plant communities within the area. There is potential habitat for Eriogonum
umbe/latum vat. torreyanum, Fiftillaria eaatwoodiae, Lewisia aetTata, Phece/ia
atebbinaii. Scheuchzeria palustris vat. americana, and Veccinium coccinium.

California spotted owls and the northern goshawk are Ioceted within the canyon.
A PAC (protected activity center) has been established to provide nesting habitat
for the spotted owl. There is also potential habitat for the Sierra Nevada Red Fox,
Rainbow and Brown trout are found in the lower reaches of the creek. "l~ere are
no known federally listed Threatened and Endangered wildlife / fishery species
within the river corridor,

Eligibility: Screwauger Canyon was found aiigibis for its remote primitive recreation
values. Essentially this part of $crewaugsr Canyon continues the primitive recreation
values identified on the North Fork Middle Fork American River. This segment
continues to provide opportunities for solitude and primitive recreation opportunities.

Classification: During the eligibility phase of the study, Screwauger Canyon was
classified as scenic due to previous logging activities and the existence of roads
on the upper canyon walls but still within the 1/4 mile corridor. Even w~th the logging
activities the overall impression is still a relatively primitive area, with little human
development. There are a few unobtrusive mines along the creek.
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Alternatives: Screwauger Canyon is found in alternatives A, D, and F.

Recommendation; Screweugar Canyon was not considered to be a worthy addition
into the National Wild and Scenic River System because its primitive recreation
and rugged river character are well represented in the National System of rivers.
This area was not considered to be one of the best rivers for primitive values. The
river will be protected by semi-primitive motorized ROS designatio~ in the Forest
Plan.

Land Uaa and Management Direction: Screwauger Canyon corridor has always
been a remote, inaccessible canyon with limited mining use. Hiking, fishing, and
light placer mining are contemporary uses within the corridor. Racer County has
zoned one parcel within the river corddor as Agricultural with a 80 acre minimum
lot size. The majority of the corridor is located on public land.

The Tahoe Land and Resource Management Plan resource emphasis for the river
corridor is regulated intensive and even-age timber management (TLMP MA (~2
Peavine). The guidelines do not protect this canyon from future dam licensing and
inundation.

Should Congress designate the river, the remote recreation opportunities would
be enhanced due to additional emphasis on protecting these values. Other land
uses such as logging would be limited due to the emphasis on remote recreation
and scenic values within the 1/4 mile corridor. Mining activities would continue at
about the same level. The estimated cost to o-sate a wild and scenic river
management p~an for Screwauger Canyon would be $5,000. At this fires no
acquisition of private land is proposed and therefore no costs are projected for
land acquisition.
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RUBICON RIVER

Description: The Rubicon River is located on the southern border of the Forest
within Placer County and a small amount of El Dorado County jurisdiction. The
river flows for approximataly tan miles from the Desolation Wiidemeas boundary
to its confluence with Hell Hole Reservoir. There are approximately 3,193 acres
within the river corridor. The river ie characterized by ~ong straight runs and (dries
with frequent pools. In the upper reaches, approximately one mile below the Rubicon
Jesp Trail the stream begins a sedas of small and medium sized falls for two to
three miles. There are no utility corridors, public facilittes, or special use permits
within the corridor. Several miles of this river parallel the south boundary of the
Granite Chi~ Wilderness. The area is accessible on the upper end via a system of
Forest Service and County roads. The proposed National OHM Trail and the
Rubicon-Wentworth Spring Jeep Trail both cross the river below Rubicon Springs.

Vegetation within the corridor includes riparian, mixed conifer, and subalpine,
Riparian vegetation grows along the creek banks and contains deciduous trees
and shrubs. Riparian vegetation is also found in other areas of 1he study corridor
where the terrain is moist and shaded. There are no known occurrences of sensitive
or wstchlist plants or p~ant communities within the area. There is potential habitat
for Cafechortus clavates var. avius, Erigeron miser, Lewisia serrata, Phacella
stebbinaii, Scheuchzeda plaustris var. americana, and Vaccinium coccinium.

California spotted owls and the northern goshawk are located within the canyon,
A PAC (protected activity center) has been established to provide nesting habitat
for the spotted owl. There is also potential habitat for the Sierra Nevada Red Fox.
Rainbow and Brown trout are found in the lower reaches of the creek. There are
no known federally listed Threatened and Endangered wildlife / fishery species
within the river corridor.

Eligibility: "l~e unique gravel deposition and its associated vegetation and braided
channel are considered to be outstandingly remarkable meriting eligibility. The
feature is considered a unique hydrological and geiological feature rarely found in
a high mountain stream environment.

Classification: During the eligibility phase of the study the Rubicon River was
classified as both wild and sesnio. The middle segment, which covers most of the
river, is classified as wild due to the primitive setting and lack of access and logging
activities on private land. "Phe lower segment from Hell Hole reservoir up river
about 1 1/2 miles is class~ed as scenic due to extensive helicopter fagging. The
upper segment at the wilderness boundary down river about 1 1/2 miles is also
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classified as scenic due to motorized access on rough gravel and dirt four wheel
drive roads.

Alternative~: The Rubicon River is found in alternatives A, D, E, and F.

Recommendation: The Rubicon River was not considered to be a worthy addition
into the National Wild and Scenic River System because the features while of
technical interest would have little to no public interest.

Land Use and Management Direction: The Rubicon River corridor has historically
been used as a Native American trade route and traval way. Several large timber
sales have also been harvested on private land within the corridor. Off road motorized
vehicle travel, hiking, and fishing are contemporaq/uses within the corridor. Placer
County has zoned the majority of the corridor as Agricultural with a 80 acre minimum
parcel size. The Tahoe Land and Resource Management Plan resource emphasis
within the corridor are dispersed recreation, visual quality, and regulated intensive
even-age timber management (TLMP MA 105 Barker). The guidelines do not protect
the river corridor from future dam licensing or inundation.

Should Congress designate the river the braided channel would be protected
from inundation. Timber management within the wild segment would be discontin-
ued. The estimated cost to create a wild and scenic river management plan for
the Rubicon River would be $$20,000. At this time no acquisition of pdvate lands
is proposed in any alternative and therefore no costs are projected for land
acquisition.
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Alternative Diversion ~

Existing Reservoir ~

Yuba County Water Agency

Existing and Alternative Water
Development Facilities

Yuba River Basin
Appendix E.

I --01 1 622
1-011622


